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CHRONOLOGY OF “ THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 





THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIII[th poe | (1803), 36 vols. 
is 


The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional 


tory, 24 vols. ; 


Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon's Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett’s Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 


Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &c. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 





THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury and Lord Privy Seal——Rt. Hon. Artavr 
BALFOUR. 
Lord President of the Council——His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 
Secretaries of State—— 
Foreign A ffairs—— Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G. 
Home Department——Rt. Hon. A. AKERS-DoUGLAS, M.P. 
Colonial——Rt. Hon. JoSEPH CHAMBERLAIN, M.P. 
War——Rt. Hon. W. St. JoHN Broprick, M.P. 
India——Rt. Hon. Lord GEORGE HAMILTON, M.P. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer——Rt. Hon. CuaAs. T. RITCHIE, M.P. 
First Lord of the Admiralty—-—Rt. Hon. the EARL OF SELBORNE. 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
President of the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFour, M.P. 
Postmaster-General——Rt. Hon. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P. 
Secretary for Scotland—— Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 
President of the Local Government Board——Rt. Hon. WALTER H. Lone, M.P. 
President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. Earl of ONSLow. 
President of the Board of Education——The Most Noble the Marquess of LONDONDERRY. 
Chief Secretary for lreland——Kt. Hon. GEORGE WYNDHAM, M.P. 


NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury——Sir A. ACLAND-Hoop, Bt., M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury ——Hon. ARTHUR D. ELLIoT, M.P. 
Secretary of the Board of Education——Sir WILLIAM ANSON, Bt., M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty——HuGu O. ARNOLD-ForSTER, Esq., M. P. 
H. T. ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. 
Lords of the Treasury——+ Hon. AILWYN FELLOWES, M.P. 
| H. W. Forster, Esq., M.P. 
— Lord W. T. Kerr, K.C.B. 

ae miral Su JOHN FISHER, G.C.B. 

Lords of the Admiralty——, Peay. Admiral W. H. May, M.V.O. 
t Sister dialed JOHN DURNFORD, C.B., D.S.O. 

Civil Lord of the Admiralty——E. G. PretyMman, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Office—— Lord CRANBORNE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Uffice——Hon. T. H. CocHRANE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Colonial Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of ONsLow, G.C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office——Rt. Hon. Earl Percy, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Ottice——Rt. Hon. Earl of HARDWICKE. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade——A. Bonar Law, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board——J. GRANT LAWSON, Esq., M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Office——Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
Attorney-General——Sir R. B. Fintay, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——-Rt. Hon. Sir E. Carson, K.C., M.P. 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Earl of DuDLEY. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——Rt. Hon. Sir WM. WALROND, Bt., M.P. 
First Commissioner of Works——Rt. Hon. Lord WINDsoR. 











HIS MAJESTY’S PRINGIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE—(Cont.) 
OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE 


Judge Advocate-General——Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. Jeunz, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Division. 
Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 
Vice-Chamberlain——Sir A. AcLanp-Hoop, Bt., M.P. 
Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of PeEmproke anp Montcomery, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse——His Grace the Duke of Portianp, K.G., G.C.V.O. 
Paymaster-General——His Grace the Duke of MarRLBorovcu. 
Comptroller of the Household——Viscount Vauentia, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household——VicrTor C. W. Cavenpisu, Esq., M,P. 
Master of the Buckhounds——Right Hon. Lord CuEsuam. 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard—Rt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE. 
Rt. Hon. Earl of Kintore, G.C.M.G. 
Rt. Hon. Earl of Dexpicu. 
| Rt. Hon. Lord Cuvrcuiit, K.C.V.O. 
nt ere ) Rt. Hon, Earl Howe. 
Lords-in- Waiting —— Rt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 
Rt. Hon. Lord Bacor. 
| Rt. Hon. Lord Scrrreip, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 
\ Rt. Hon. Lord Kenyon. 


SCOTLAND. 
Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——Rt. Hon. Lord Batrour oF BuRLEIGH. 
Lord Justice-Generai——Rt. Hon. J. B. Batrour. 


Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. A. GRAHAM Morray, K.C., M.P. 

Lord Justice Clerk——Rt. Hon. Lord Kinspureu, C.B. 

Lord Clerk Register——-His Grace the Duke of MontRosg, K.T. 

Lord High Commissioner——Rt. Hon. Earl of LEvEN AND MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General——-CuarLEs Scotr Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 


IRELAND. 
Lord Lieutenant—— Rt. Hon. Ear] of DupLEy. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord AsHBouRNE. 
Chief Secretarv——Rt. Hon. George WynpuaM, M.P. 
Under Secretary——Sir ANTONY MCDONNELL. 
Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction——President : The Rt. Hon. the CHIEF 


SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. Horace PLUNKetr. 
Attorney-General——Rt. Hon. J. AtKryson, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——Gro. Wricut, Esq., K.C. 





TY DTA Da ny TQ N ' 
PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 

Chairman of Committees--—Rt. Hon. Earl of Morey. 

Clerk of Parliaments——Sir Henry J. L. Granam, K.C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——Hon. E. P. Tuxsicer, C.B. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees——Epwarp HALL ALpErson, Esq. 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees——ALBERT GRAY, Esq, 

Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Billsk——A. Harrison, Esq. 

Senior Clerks—— 

Peers’ Printed Paper Office——C. L. ANSTRUTHER, Esq. _ - , 

Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs——]. F. 
SKENE, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals——W. A. Leicu, Esq. 

Principal Clerk of Private Committees——J. F. Symons Jeune, Esq. 

Other Clerks——W. H. Hamittrox Gorpon, Esq.; Hon. A. McDonnett; A. H. Rostnson, 
Esq. (Clerk of Private Bills); H. P. St. Joun, Esq.; V. M. Bippunrn, Esq. : Hon. E. A. 
Stonor; H. J. F. Baprxey, Esq.; C. Heapiam, Esq. ; J. B. Hornam, Esq.; E. C. 
Vicors, Esq.; A. Tennyson, Esq. ; and G. D. Luarp, Esq. 

Accountant and Copyist——Mr. T. A. Court. 

Assistant Copyists Mr. H. P. Norris and Mr. R. A. Court. . 

Messengers——Messrs. A. A. Worrett, C. E. Cuiztetr, A. M. Srouz, J. W. F. Locke, 
J. McMittan, G. Bennett, G. T. Pamir. 

Librarian——S. Artuur Strone, Esq. 

Assistant Librarian——A. H M. Butier, Esq. 

Attendant——Mr. W. WorFELL. d : 

Examiners for Standing Orders——C. W. Campion, Esq.; J. F. Symons Jun, Esq. ; Clerk 
——B. H. Fet1, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod——Gen. Sir MICHAEL A. S. Brpputex, G.C.B. 

Yeoman Usher——Captain T. D. BuTLERr. ee 

Serjeant-at-Arms——Lt.-Col. Rt. Hon. Sir FLeetwoop I. Epwarps, G.C.V.0., K.O.B. 

Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. Hann, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——J. K. Wixuiams, Esq. 
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PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS—(Cont.) 
Shorthand Writer—-—-W H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 
Principal Doorkeepers—— Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F. HOLMAN. 
First Class Assistants——Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. 
Second Class Assi~tants——Messrs. B. GALLop, H. B Strevens, G. W. Cross, W. Storr. 
Third Class Assistants——Messrs. J. WooLacort, A. A. EpNeEy, J. F. BAUM. 
Messengers——Messrs. A. J. SoLMAN, J. B. Forsyru, C. CuapmMan, W. PHILLIPS, 
W. W. MEATtEs. 
Superintendent of Refreshinent Rooms——Mr. W. CASBON. 
Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords——-Mr. T. KENDRICK. 
Clerk of the Works, Houses of Parliament——Mr. C. J. WILLIAMS. 
Resident Engineer, Houses of Parliament——Mr. A. P. PATEY. 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF TH& HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the Honse of Commons——Sir CourTNEY PEREGRINE ILBERT, K.C.S.L, C.Lb. 

Clerk-Assistant ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Second Cle-k Assistant——T. L. WeEBsTER, Esq. 

Principal Clerks—— 

Public Bill Office, an1 Clerk of Fees——W. Gippons, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals——W. H. Ley, Esq. 

Committee Office——R. DIckINson, Esq. 

Private Bill Office——J. H. W. Somerset, Esq. 5 : 

Senior Clerks——F. Sr. GreorGe Tupper, Esq.; H. C. Tower Esq. ; C. V. FrRERE, Esq ; 
L. T. Le MarcHant, Esq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq.; Sir E. H. Doy.e, Bart. 

Assistant Clerks——S. L. Simeon, Esq. ; ARTHUR I. DASENT, Esq. ; E. C. Howe Browne, 
Esq. ; Horace West, Esq. ; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq. ; ARTHUR H. ELLIs, Esq. 5 
Percy A. Bui, Esq.; F. R. WituiamMs Wynn, Esq.; W. E. GREY, Esq. ; C 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. Bonn, Esq. ’ , 

ty. C. Dawkins, Esq. ; R. P. Cotomp, Esq.; B. H. Fein, Esq. ; R. E; 
CHILDERS, Esq. ; J. Scorr Porter, Esq.; F. C. BRAMWELL, Esq. ; W. T. LEGGE, Esq. 
C. R. Turner, Esq.; W. K. Grppons, Esq.; A. E. A. W. Smyru, Esq. ; K. J. C. 
Moorsom, Esq. ; C. D. Ropertsoy, Esq. ; R. D. RAvciIrrE, Esq. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. FrskINE, Esq. 

Deputy Serjeant——F. R. Gosset, Esq. 

Assistant Sergeant -—W. H. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Chaplain to the House——Rev. Archdeacon BAstL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker——EDWARD GULLY, Esq. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. Sir E. CHANDOs Leracu, K.C., K.C.B. 

Trainbearer——Mr. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger——Mr. W. MURRELL. 

Collectors of Fees on Private Billsk——C. L. Lock Ton, Esq. 

teferee of Private Bills——ALFRED BONHAM CarTER, Esq., C.B. 

Examiners of Private Bills ——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS JEUNF, Esq. 

Taxing Master——C. W. CAmPIon, Esq. ; Clerk——B. H. FELL, Esq. 

Vote Oftice—— 

Chief Clerk——H. A. M. KI utck, Esq. 
Assistant Cle:ks——Puitip Smiru, Esq. ; H. OTWAY MAYNE, Esq. 
Messenger-——Mr. Joun EpwWaArps. 








Librarian——R. C. WALPoue, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian-—-—TrempLe FRANCKs, Esq., B.C.L. ; 
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Shorthand Writer——‘\. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 
Printers—— 
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Votes—--J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 

Postmaster——Mr. EpMUND W. PIKE; Hall Keeper——Mr. J. GLYNN. 

Office Keeper——Mr. W. HARVEY. 

Office Clerk in Committee Office——Mr. T. FIELDEN MITCHELL. 

Office Clerk in Journal Office——Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 7 

Messengers——Messrs. J. J. SHELVEY, C. Davie, W. QuANTRILL, H. Jones, G. D. Weter, 
J. ARMSTRONG, J. WooDWARD, J. Ivory, G. NORMAN. 

Doorkeepers——Mr. W. WILsun and Mr. M. INGLEFIELD. 

Office Messenger— —Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Messengers (Ist Class)—-—Mr. H. HAmBLING, Mr. C. Woopcrart, Mr. R. ROBERTSON, Mr. 
J. HILits, Mr. J. SPRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWs, Mr. T. B. Spray, Mr. G. Tye, Mr. FB. 
Hospy, Mr. G. ANSTEY, Mr. J. H. Day. 

Messengers (2nd Class)—-—Messrs. J. HENDERSON, G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT, R. TURTLE, 
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SIXTH VOLUME OF SESSION, 1903. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 271TH MAY, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
East Ardsley Gas Bill.—Lords Amendments considered, and agreed to 
Blackheath and Greenwich District Electric Light Bill; Wolverhampton 


and Cannock Chase Railway (Extension of Time) Bill.—As amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time a ns nes ie nei 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill; Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill; Naval Works Provisional Order Bill.-— 
Read the third time and passed ie ay 


DRAINAGE AND IMPROVEMENT OF LANDS ([RELAND) PROVISIONAL ORDER.—Bill 
to confirm a Provisional Order under the Drainage and Improvement of 
Lands (Ireland) Act, 1863, and the Acts amending the same, relating to the 
Pallas River Drainage District in the county of Tipperary. Ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Arthur Elliot and Mr. Wyndham 7H aa 


Drainage and Improvement of Lands (Ireland) Provisional Order Bill.— 
“To confirm a Provisional Order under the Drainage and Improvement of 
Lands (Ireland) Act, 1863, and the Acts amending the same, relating to 
the Pallas River Drainage District, in the county of Tipperary.” Presented, 
and read the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. (Bill 217.)... . 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 18).—Bill to confirm a Pro- 
visional Order of the Local Government Board relating to Wolverhampton. 
Ordered to be brought in by Mr. Grant Lawson and Mr. Walter Long 


Local Government Provisional Order (No. 18) Bill.—‘“To confirm a 
Provisional Order of the Local Government Board relating to Wolverhamp- 
ton.” Presented, and read the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. (Bill 218.) 


HAMILTON BurGH PROVISIONAL OrpDER.—Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 1892, relating to Hamilton Burgh 
Water and Town Hall. Ordered to be brought in by the Lord Advocate 
and Mr. Solicitor-General for Scotland ; ja ve ae Me 
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Hamilton Burgh Provisional Order Bill.—“ To confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 1892, relating to Hamilton Burgh 
Water and Town Hall.” Presented, and read the first time ; to be referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. (Bill 219.) 


GRANGEMOUTH WATER ORDER CONFIRMATION.—Bill to confirm a Provisional 
Order under The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotl: and) Act, 1899, 
relating to Grangemouth Water. Ordered to be brought in by the Lord 
Advocate and Mr. Solicitor-General for Scotland 


Grangemouth Water Order Confirmation Bill.—“ To confirm a Provisional 
Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating 
to Grangemouth Water.” Presented, and read the first time ; to be read a 
second time upon Tuesday, 9th June, and to be printed. (Bill 220.) 


EpINBURGH CORPORATION (MARKETS, SLAUGHTER Hovsks, ETC.) ORDER CoN 
FIRMATION.—Bill to confirm a Provisional Order under the Private Legisla- 
tion Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Edinburgh Corporation 
(Markets, Slanghter Houses, ete.). Ordered to be brought in by the Lord 
Advocate and Mr. Solicitor-General for Scotland 


Edinburgh Corporation (Markets, Slaughter Houses, etc.) Order 
Confirmation Bill.—‘ To confirm a Provisional Order under the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Edinburgh Corpora- 


tion (Markets, Slaughter Houses, etc.).” Presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Tuesday, 9th June, and te be printed. 
(Bill 221.) oe — dis nee - ee 


LANARKSHIRE ELECTRICITY AND Reruse Destruction OrbER CONFIRMA- 
TION.—Bill to confirm a Provisional Order under the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Lanarkshire Electricity and 
Refuse Destruction. Ordered to be brought in by the Lord Advocate and 
Mr. Solicitor-General for Scotland 


Lanarkshire Electricity and Refuse Destruction Order Confirmation 
Bill.—‘“To confirm a Provisional Order under the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Lanarkshire Electricity and 
Refuse Destruction.” Presented, and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Tuesday, 9th June, and to be printed. (Bill 222.) 


South Shields Corporation Bill. ser gatas with Amendments ; assem to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed ose ¥: ‘ 


POLICE AND SANITARY ComMiItTTEE.—Ordered, that Arthur Elliston Collins 
do attend the Police and Sanitary Committee on Wednesday, the 10th day 
of June next, at half-past eleven of the clock 

PETITIONS. 


BurGH Pouice (ScorLanp) Bitt.—Petitions for alteration: from Ayr ; and 
Tundee ; to lie upon the Table ne = aes 


Coat Mines ReGuLation Bitt.—Petition from Mosley Common, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BiILL.—Petition from Edinburgh, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table... 


LICENSING LAw (CoMPENSATION For Non RENEWAL) BILL.—Petition from 
Edinburgh, against ; to lie upon the Table... ose ‘ais es ‘a 
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Port oF Loxpon BILL.—Petitions against (praying to be heard by Counsel) : 
from County Council of Kent ; and East London Railw ay emestieds to lie 
upon the Table .. sas hiv ; ib 


Port oF LONDON BILL.—Petition from London, for alteration ; to lie upon the 
Table ne san nie 


PREVENTION OF CorrupTION BiLL.—Petitions in favour: from Leyland and 
Farrington; Stanbury; Bletchley and Fenny Stratford; Wolverton ; 
Market- Harborough ; Grangemouth ; Bonnyrigg ; Sawston; Walton-le- 
Dale ; Colne ; Beswick ; Blaydon ; and Falmouth ; to lie upon the Table... 


PusLic Houses (Hours or CLosine) (SCOTLAND) BILL. — Petition from Dundee, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table sae ve és ada Kae 


TRADE DispuTEs BiLL.—Petition from Mosley Common, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table bes a ae , oe ‘a he 


CoLLEGE CHARTER Act, 1871 (OWENS COLLEGE, MANCHESTER, AND UNIVER 
sity COLLEGE, Liv ERPOOL ).—P — (presented 26th May) to be wage 
(No. 174.) ges yas ig F = aN es ‘ 


BoarD oF Epucation.—Copy presented, of (1) Associations constituted under 
The Voluntary Schools Act, 1897 ; (2) Associated Schools and amounts of 
Aid Grant paid ; (5) Unassociated Schools and amounts of Aid Grant paid, 
1902-3 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table am 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Board OF AGRICULTURE (AGRICULTURAL RETURNS).—Copy presented, of Agri- 
cultural Returns for Great Britain, with Statistics for the United Kingdom, 


British Possessions, and Foreign Countries for 1902 [by wegen to lie 
upon the Table . 4 ia ‘ es ; os ‘ ‘ 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.—Copy presented, of 
Report by the Chairman of Committees of the House of Lords and the 
Chairman of Ways and Means in the House of Commons, under The 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, that they are of 
opinion that the provisions of the Scottish Central Electric Power Order, 
the Scottish Ontario and Manitoba Land Company, Limited, Order, and 
the Hutcheson’s Hospital and Hutcheson’s Edueational Trust Order are of 
such a character that they ought to be dealt with by Private Bills and not 
by Provisional Orders Loy Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
(No. 180.) ve “i nde as “as se ss 


SUPERANNUATIONS.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 15th May, 
1903, declaring that for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of 
the office of Deputy Master and Controller of the Royal Mint, professional 
or other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired in the Public 
Service are required [by Aa}; to lie upon the Table ve 


TRADE (FOREIGN COUNTRIES AND BriTISH PossEssions).—Copy presented, of 
Annual Statement of the Trade of the United Kingdom with Foreign 
Countries and British Possessions for 1902. Volume If. | by Command} 
to lie upon the Table gos te ‘ 


Papers laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House :— 


CHARITABLE ENDOWMENTS (LONDON).——Further Return relative thereto (ordered 
2nd August, 1894—Mr. Francis Stevenson) ; to be printed. (No. 181.) 
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Mepway ConservANcy.— Copy of Statement of Receipts and — of 
the Conservators for the year ending 25th March, 1903 [by Act] .. 


INTOXICATING Liquors (LICENCES ReFusED),——Address for “ Return of the 
number of victuallers’, beerhouse, and other licences for the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors, the renewal of w hich has been refused at the general annual 
licensing meetings and adjournments thereof held in England and Wales 
during February “and March, 1903, showing in each case the ground of the 
refusal, especially where such ground was in any instance that the licence 
was not required ; with the number of cases in which notice of appeal was 
given, and the result of such appeal (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 141, of the present Session of 1903).”—(Mr. Cochrane.) 


EMIGRATION AND IMMIGRATION.—Copy ordered, “ of Statistical Tables relating 
to Emigration and Immigration from and into the United Kingdom in the 
year 1902, and Report to the Board of Trade thereon.”—(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


IntisH REPRESENTATION ON TRADES DispuTES CoMMISSION.—Question, Mr. 
Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour bs 


PAYMENT OF PIECEWORKERS.—Question, Mr. Hunter Craig (Lanarkshire, 
Govan) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas es one ame oe 


ARTIFICIAL SEWAGE SCHEMES.—Question, Mr. John Wilson (Durham, Mid) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long aus ire ee Bee: 


INFECTED ARMY BLANKETS.—Question, Mr. Yoxall sci aattatt W.); Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long ae oe ee win “is 


ANGLESEY EDUCATION SCHEME.—Question, Mr. Ellis Griffith (Anglesey) ; 
Answer, Sir William Anson ees ea is cs as be 


ILLEGAL TRAWLING IN RED WuHarF Bay. ee Mr. Ellis Griffith ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ... ame an ae 


ALLEGED GRIEVANCES OF PosTAL TELEGRAPH CLERKS.—Question, Captain 
Norton (Newington, W.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain sili 


ForeiGN Topacco ImMporteD INTO INDIA—ProposeD DutTy.—Question, Sir 
Mancherjee Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.E.); Answer, Lord George 
Hamilton ns ve ie is xd me i ee ae 


PLAGUE IN InDIA—INOCULATION.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, Lord George Hamilton ; an ios am ‘ 


SOMALILAND CAMPAIGN—AGREEMENTS WITH IfALY AND ABYSSINIA.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne 


TREATIES BETWEEN PERSIA AND GREAT BriTAIN.—Question, Mr. Labouchere ; 
Answer, Lord Cranborne : ders as ie ig 


IMPROVEMENT OF PrimARY ScHCOLS IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. John 
Murphy (Kerry, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ‘a ses oa 


Primary EDJCATION IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Boland ta sid Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... em -_ ses oes — ‘ ‘ 
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EvicTED TENANTS IN CoUNTY WATERFORD. haere Mr. O’Shee (Water- 
ford, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham soe ws nha ad - 


War Rewarps—Case or Mr. A. J. VoGAN.— Question, Mr. Ellis Griffith ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... - see a his she 


ARREST OF THE MINISTER AT RUSTENBERG.—Question, Sir Wilfrid Lawson 
(Cumberland, Cockermouth) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


CHINESE LABOUR IN THE TRANSVAAL MINES.—Question, Mr. Labouchere ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ee _ ‘ es 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


DESTRUCTION OF ARMY RATIONS IN THE TRANSVAAL.—Questions, Mr. 
William Redmond (Clare, E); Answers, The Secretary of State for War 
(Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) aes on ae ~ ie 


DISEASE INFECTED BLANKETS FROM SoutTH AFRICA.—Question, Mr. Mansfield 
(Lincolnshire, Spalding) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick me < 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY.—Question, Mr. Mansfield ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


ScottisH HorsE— MUTINEERS. — mami Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick . ‘iat ‘ bs a = 


SOMALILAND — BEHAVIOUR OF NATIVE Troops.— Question, Mr. Lambert 
(Devonshire, South Molton) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


NAVAL MEpICAL AND ACCOUNTANT OFFICERS.—Question, Mr. Carew (Meath, 
S.); Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty ro Arnold-Forster, Belfast, 
W.) se a ss per ‘ ken is 

Lorp MILNER.—Question, Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, W.) be 


. 
TRANSVAAL LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.—Question, Mr. Lambert ; Answer, Mr. J. 
Chamberlain aan bat sa a es ve Sed 


DISTURBANCES IN EASTERN RoOUMELIA.—Question, Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Elland) ; Answer, The Under wikiiae of State for Foreign Affairs 
(Lord Cranborne, Rochester) . ‘ ‘ - 


FINANCE—DUTIES ON COLONIAL PRODUCE.—Question, Mr. Lambert ; Answer, 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) : 


GAMBLING IN GRAIN—TAXES ON OPpTIONS.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien 
(Kilkenny) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie si ae ¥ mn om 


VIVISECTION IN THE METROPOLIS.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, The Secretary 
of State for the Home edie om Akers Douglas, Kent, St. 
Augustine’s) i ees woe oe ai 


BristoL Post Orrice Sports—MotTor FAtTALITy.—Questions, Mr. Mansfield 
and Mr. Scott Montagu (Hampshire, New Forest) ; Answers, The President 
of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, S. ) 


REGULATION OF Motor-Car TrAFFIC.—Questions, Mr. Weir and Sir Henry 
Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.) ; Answers, Mr. Walter Long... ae a 
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InisH CATTLE TRADE LossEs.—Question, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes (Huntingdonshire, Ramsey)... as 


REGULATION OF IRISH CATTLE TRADE.—Question, Mr. Schwann; Answer, Mr. 
Ailwyn Fellowes 


MERCANTILE MARINE—FISHERMEN AND SiR Epwarp Fry’s Awarp.— 
Question, Mr. Doughty (Great Grimsby); Answer, The Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Board of ‘Trade (Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) ... 


Avocu (Ross-SHIRE) CHANNEL LIGHTS. —Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. 
Bonar Law ‘ te bis ie ae 


HIGHLAND TWEEDS AT THE ST. Louis Exurpirion.—Question, Mr. Weir ; 
Answer, The Solicitor-General for Scotland (Mr. Seott Vickson, Glasgow, 
Bridgton) 


OLIVER CROMWELL’S Bust.—Questions, Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) 
and Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.); Answers, Mr. Victor Cavendish (Derby- 
shire, W.) ve oe : Sa es nee se ee. 


GRANTS TO VOLUNTARY ScHOOLS — RETURN. — Question, Mr. Trevelyan ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Arthur Elliot, 
Durham) 

BELFAST VALUATION APPEALS.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, W.); 
_ The Attorney General for Ireland “ai Atkinson, Londonderry, 


O’CALLAGHAN’S Mitts (County CLARE) Post Orricre.—Question, Mr. William 
Redmond ; Answer, The * vena hie “bene (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E.) 

WickLow HArBour.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor; Answer, Mr. Arnold- 

Forster 





IRISH INDUSTRIES AT THE St. Louis EXHIBITION.—Question, Mr. William 
Redmond ; Auswer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, 
Dover) ; 


BELFAST FLoops.—Questions, Mr. MacVeagh ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


ENNIS POLICE AND Mr. CASEY. 9 sua Mr. William Redmond; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... 


Moror-Car Races 1N IRELAND.-—Questions, Mr. Trevelyan and Mr. Scott 
Montagu ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ... 


BELFAST AND RATHFRILAND TRAIN SERVICE.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


IRISH LAND PURCHASE ADVANCES.—Question, Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


QUESTIONS.—-Question, Mr. Mansfield ; Answer, The Prime Minister and First 
Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ... és ee 


J. Balfour 


MILITARY AND NAvAL Works BILL. eee Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr <A. 
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BUSINESS OF THE HousE.—Questions, Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.), Sir Albert 


Rollit (Islington, 8.) , Mr. Gibson Bowles (ly nn Regia) and Mr. T. W. 
Russell ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour.. . 








Electric mpeg (London) Bill [Lorps].— Read the first time; to be read 
a second time upon Tuesday, 16th June, and to be printed. (Bill £23.) 


PuBLIC Petitions CoMMITTEE.—Fifth Report brought ; UP, and read; to lie 
upon the a, and to be printed wed vs we a re 


Medical Act (1858) Amendment Bill.—Order for Second Reading (8th 
June) read and discharged. Bill withdrawn " Res se 


Medical Act (1886) Amendment Bill.— Order for Second Reading (8th June) 


read and discharged. Bill w'thdrawn 


NEW BILLS. 


Metropolitan Improvements (Funds) Bill.—‘“ To authorise the appro- 
priation of the surplus Funds derived from Battersea Park towards the 
opening of the Mall into Charing Cross, and other Metropolitan Improve- 
ments,” presented by Mr. Arthur Elliot; to be read a second time 
To-morrow, and to be printed. (Bill 224.) ... 


Patent Office Extension Bill —-“ lor the acquisition of Land for the further 
Extension of the Patent Office, and for purposes connected therewith,” pre- 
sented by Mr. Arthur Elliot ; to be read a second time To-morrow, and to 
be printed. (Bill 225.) 


Married Women’s Property Act (1882) Amendment Bill —‘ To amend 
the Married Women’s Property Act of 1882,” presented by Mr. Kimber ; 
to be read a second time To-morrow, and to be printed. (Bill 226.) 


Town Councils (Scotland) Bill.--“ ‘To amend The Town Councils (Scotland) 

"Act, 1900,” presented by Mr. Asher ; supported by Sir Robert Reid, Mr 

Parker Smith, Colonel Denny, and Mr. Crombie ; to be read a second time 
upon Friday, 26th June, and to be printed. (Bill 227.) 


Port of London Bili.—Lords Message (19th May) relative to the Port of 
London Bill considered. 


The Parliamentary Secretary to the Bourd of Trade (Mr. Bonar Law, 
Glasgow, Blackfriars) bi ati 
Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) 


Ordered, That the Port of London Bill be committed to a Select 
Committee of five Members to be nominated by the Committee of Selection 
to be joined with a Committee of Lords. 


Message to the Lords to acquaint them therewith. 


Ordered, That all Petitions against the Bill presented on or before the 
llth day of June, 1903, be referred to the Committee; that the 
Petitioners praying to be heard by themselves, their Counsel, Agents, or 


Witnesses be heard against the Bill, and Counsel heard in support of the 
Bill. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, 
and records. 


Ordered, That three be the Quorum.—(Mr. Bonar Law.) 
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MvnicipaL Trapinc.—Lords Message (5th May), relating to the appointment 
of a Joint Committee on Municip: ul Trading, considered. 


Sir A, Acland-Hood (Somersetshire, Wellington) .. Lea at io a 
Mr. Whitley (Halifax)... xs ee “ay dois ee a 
Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8S.) ... oe ae ah a 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshire, EB). ig ‘th ‘ ae 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ... = me ne wl a 
Sir A. Acland -Hood “ oe ve én wae pee .« 
Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon- Trent) ote ed aa ne nee .. «=: 356 


Ordered, That a Select Committeee of seven Members be appointed 
to join with a Committee to be appointed by the Lords to consider and 
report as to the principles which should govern powers given by Bills and 
Provisional Orders to municipal and other local authorities for industrial 
enterprise within or without the area of their jurisdiction. 


Message to the Lords to acquaint them therewith. 


Sir George Bartley, Mr. Fenwick, Mr. Joyce, Mr. Platt-Higgins, Mr. 
Powell-W illiams, Sir John Stirling-Maxw ell, and Sir James w oodhouse, 
nominated members of the Committee. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, 
and records. 


Ordered, That three be the Quorum.—(Sir 4. Acland-Hood.) 
Education (Borrowing) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
[ Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. ] 
Clause 1. 
Mr. Gardner (Berkshire, Wokingham) _ ... pes bie bee a 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 1, line 7, after ‘1902,’ to insert the words ‘or in such 
other manner as that Board may approve.’”—( Mr. Gardner.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


The President of the Local Government Board basd Walter Long, 


Bristol, S.) . . : eee eee 39 
Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 'S:) _ me son anh 
Mr. J. A. Pease (Essex, Saffron VW alder)... site ver we on. 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshire, E.) .. és is : wo ae 
Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley) ... oe nee <i oo, 
Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) ... Pa ee sas ona 
Mr. Yorall (Nottingham, W.) _ ... oe ne "a es oo a 
Mr. Hardy (Kent, Ashford) ; _ ses pe a 
Sir E. Durning-Lawrence (Cornell T rar) eas she ies ww. «64838 
Mr. Walter Long ... isa pan ae sie) 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) ove , is wie «- 2 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice ( Wiltshire, Crick lade) - x a a 
Mr. Humphreys-Owen (Montgomeryshire)... sls ad as . = 45 
Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye) - on ae mn aa aa 
Sir Charles Welby (Nottinghamshire, Newark) ie at, ae = 455 


Mr. Alfred Hutton (Yorkshire, WR, Morl y) ... ie roe ade 46 
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Amendment agreed to. 
lent 
Mr. Alfred Hutton ii jae sais ace ai ies we AT 
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32 | Amendment proposed— 


33 “Tn page 1, line 9 , after the word ‘effect,’ to insert the words ‘ hut 
= such sums shall not be ‘applied to the purposes of repairing any school- 
ad house, and shall be used exclusively for the purposes of maintenance.’ 
36 —(Mr. Alfred Hutton.) 

tad Question proposed, “That those words be there in:erted.” 


nd Sir John Gorst ... es ba av mA til ed i 


ne a a a ee ee 


Proposed Amendment amended— 


“By leaving out the words ‘repairing any schoolhouse,’ and 
Jr inserting the words ‘ paying for such repairs in the schoolhouse as may 
be effected or paid for by the local education authority.””—(.M@r. Lloyd- 

George.) 


T's, Mr. Walter Long ... se ‘si _ whe om ion .. §=48 
Question put, “That those words as amended be there inserted.” 
The Committee divided : — Ayes, 87 ; Noes, 151. (Division List No. 109.) 
Bill reported as amended, to be considered upon Monday, 8th June. 
RAILWAYS (ELECTRICAL POWER) EXPENSES. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


37 {Mr. J. W. LowrHER (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. } 


Motion made, “That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of 
ch moneys to be provided peer pre can of the remuneration of any 
persons appointed by the rd of Trade for the purposes of anyAct 
of the present session to facilitate the introduction and use of Electric 
Power on Railways, and any other expenses incurred by the Board of 
Trade in carrying such Act into effect.”—( Mr. Bonar Lav.) 


a" Mr. Whitley (Halifax)... 51 
39 | Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) . 52: 
40 | Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E. = 4 
40 The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board dailies Trade (afr Bonar Law, 

41 Glasgow, Blackfr win 54 
41 Sir Albert Rollit 54 
42 Mr. Whitley 54 
bo Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys to 
; be provided by Parliament, of the remuneration of any persons 
S appointed by the Board of Trade for the purposes of any Act of the 
44 present session to facilitate the introduction and use of Electric Power 
45 on Railways, and any other expenses incurred by the Board of Trade 
ox in carrying such Act in effect.—(Mr. Bonar Law.) 
45 Resolution to be reported upon Monday, 8th June. 
= VOL. CXXIII. [Fourrn Serigs.] 
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Local Government (Transfer of Powers) Bill—As amended (by the 
Standing Committee) considered. 






Mr. Humphreys-Owen (Montyomery) ens es sas sins nig 





Amendment proposed to the Bill— 





“In page 1, line 15, to leave out Sub-section (3) of Clause 1.”— 
(Mr. Humphreys-Owen.) 








Question pr oposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 



























Sir Albert Rollit ... ve ise -_ es ba =e im ae 
Mr. Channing ss se ae me me ee iio 
Mr. 7. W. Russell (Tyrone, S.) = ne ea aes 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice (W “iltshire, Cr icklade)... io net we an 
The President of the Local Government "Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) 58 
Mr. Helme (Lancashire, Lancaster) ple we wep ee 
Mr. Edwards (Radnorshire) ‘ oom me oe ae 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield). a ive .. 60 
Mr. J. H. Lewis (Flint a , sa hes a 
Mr. Humphreys-Owen ... a ia aa a ion TE 


Ameniment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 





Suppty [21st May, EveninG Sittinc]. 
Resolution reported. 
CiviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EsTIMATEs, 1903-4.—C ass III. 


“ That a sum, not exceeding £375,897, be granted to His Majesty, to com- 
plete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which. will com? in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, 
for the expenses of the prisons in England, Wales, and the Colonies.” 


Mr. Whitley (Halifax)... — en 6 see wo 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid). 61 
The Under Secretary of State ach the Home ¢ Department (Mr. Cochrane, 
Ayrshire, N.)... io . 


Resolution agreed to. 


Suppy [22ND ApRIL]. 
Resolution reported. 
Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EstimatTss, 1903-4.—Crass II. 


“ That a sum, not exceeding £139,395, be granted to His Majesty, to com- 
plete the sum necessary to ‘defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment durin ng the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1904, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Office of the Committee of 
Privy Council for T rade and Subordinate rer including a 
Grant in Aid.” 
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Resolution read a second time. ’ 


Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ... 
Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, S.) ... 
Mr. Caldwell s fe 

Mr. Bonar Law 


Further consideration of Resolution postponed till Monday, 8th June. 


Suppty [21st APRIL, AFTERNOON SITTING] Report. 


Order read, for further consideration of Twelfth Resolution, “That a sum, 
not exceeding £48,288, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1904, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Board of Agriculture, and for Kew 
Botanic and Pleasure Gardens, including certain Grants in Aid.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


Suppcy [14TH May, AFTERNOON SITTING]. 
Resolution reported. 


Navy EstTimaTEs, 1903-4. 


Section 1. “That a sum, not exceeding £2,991,800, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Expenses of the Personnel for Shipbuilding, 
Repairs, Maintenance, &c., including the cost of Establishments of 
Dockyards and Naval Yards at Home and Abroad, which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1904.” 


Resolution agreed to. 
Surety [14TH May, Eventne SIttTine]. 
Resolution reported. 


Navy Estimates, 1903-4. 


Section 2. “That a sum not exceeding £4,786,700, be granted to His 
Majesty, .to defray the Expense of the Matériel for Shipbuilding, 
Repairs, Maintenance, &c., including the cost of Establishments of 
Dockyards and Naval Yards at ee and Abroad, which will 
come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1904.” 


Mr. Gibson Bowles ... 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Resolution be re-com- 
mitted to Committee of Supply.” 


é The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Woodbridge) ... 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Resolution agreed to. 
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Supp.y [2ist May, AFTERNOON SITTING}. 










































Resolutions reported. 
Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EsTIMATES, 1903—4.—C.ass III. 


1. “That a sum, not exceeding £180,118, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1904, for such of the Salaries and Expenses of the Supreme Court of 
Judicature as are not charged on the Consolidated Fund.” 


2. “That a sum, not exceeding £28,144, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1904, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Office of the Land Registry.” 


3. “That a sum, not exceeding £25,000, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1904, for the Salaries and Expenses connected with the County Courts.” 


4. “That a sum, not exceeding £26,390, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1904, for the Salaries of the Commissioner and Assistant Commissioners 
of the Metropolitan Police, and of the Receiver for the Metropolitan 
Police Distriet, the Pay and Expenses of Officers of Metropolitan Police 
employed on special duties, and the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Inspectors of Constabulary.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 
Puetic Orrices (DUBLIN) (ALVANCES). 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. LowTHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ]} 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That it is expedient to authorise 
the issue out of the Consolidated Fund of such sums, not exceeding in 
the whole £225,000, as may be required for the purposes of any Act 
of the present session for the acquisition of certain land in Dublin, and 
for the erection and equipment of a Royal College of Science and other 
buildings for the public service, and to authorise the Treasury, for the 
purpose of providing for the issue and repayment of such sums, to 
borrow money by means of Terminable Annuities for a period not 
exceeding thirty years, such annuities to be paid out of moneys to be 
provided by Parliament for the service of the Commissioners, and if 
those moneys are insufficient, out of the Consolidated Fund.”—(J/r. 
Arthur Elliot.) 


Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) .. 67 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasur ‘'y (Mr. Arthur Elliot, Dur rham) 67 
Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, BE.) ... det 
Mr. Mooney (Dublin County, S.) ... pow ote ne Nac = 68 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ‘as oe ee ia = «6B 
Mr. Buchanan ... ~ _ ee ie w+ = 69 


' Sir John Gorst (Cambridge © Univer. sity) es jad de ai ..  «66Y 
Mr. Arthur Elliot aie ‘ia dis 
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Mr. William Redmond _.... 
Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland) 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) .. , 
Sir George Bartley (Islington, NV.) .. 

Mr. Toulmin cman Bury) .. 

Mr. Buchanan : =a 


Resolved : That it is ial, to authorise the issue, out of the Consoli- 
dated Fund, of such sums, not exceeding in the whole £225 5,000, as may 
be required ‘for the purposes of any Act of the present session for the 
acquisition of certain land in Dublin, and for the erection and equip- 
ment of a Royal College of Science and other buildings for the public 
service, and to authorise the Treasury, for the purpose of providing for 
the issue and repayment of such sums, to borrow money by means of 
Terminable Annuities for a period not exceeding thirty years, such 
annuities to be paid out of moneys to be social by Parliament for 
the service of the Commissioners, and if those moneys are insufficient 
out of the Consolidated Fund. 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday, 8th June. 


Marine Store Dealers (Ireland) Bill—{Seconp Reapinc]. 
The Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 
Bill read a second time, and committed for Wednesday, 10th June. 


RoyaL CoMMISSIONS AND SELECT CoMMITTEES (CosT).—Return ordered, 
“Showing the annual cost to the country of Royal Commissions and 
Select Committees, ccsaalites appointed since the year 1892.”—(Mr. 
Malcolm)... ‘ wi aa ae ass 05 see 


And, there being no further business set down for the Afternoon Sitting, 
Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair till this Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 
House or Lorps (VETO). 


Mr. Cremer (Shoreditch, Haggerston) 
Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the power now possessed by 
the House of Lords to veto any measure adopted by the House of 
Commons should be limited to one session of Parliament.”—(JMr. 
Cremer.) 


Sir Frederick Banbury (Camberwell, saan 

Mr. Duke (Plymouth) me 

Mr. Cawley (Lancashire, Prestwich) 

Mr. Purvis (Peterborough) .. 

Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) 

Sir Elliott Lees (Birkenhead) , 

Mr. Osmond Williams (Merionethshire)  ... 

The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. A rthur Eliot, Durham) . 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 62; Noes, 118. (Division List No. 110.) 
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Small Holdings (Scotland) Bill—[Szconp ReapiNc]. 
Mr. Black (Banffshire)... sh Sg ae ron oe ‘in, ae 








Notice taken that furty Members were not present ; House counted, and 
forty Members not being present—— 


The House was adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Twelve of the 
Clock til) To-morrow. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 28TH MAY, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL B USINESS. 
Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Bill.—Read the third time, and 


passed. (New Title.) ... xe 97 
Great Southern and Western Railway Bill; Midland Great Western Rail- 

way of Ireland Bill; Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda Railway Bill ; Ply- 

mouth Corporation Bill ; Woolwich Borough Council Bill. Read the third ai 

time and passed ia on ree i one divs oe aa 
Exeter Railway Bill [Lorps].—(Not amended) ; considered ; to be read the 

third time ots ob ats ae sis otis a ae sin Oe 
Lanarkshire and Dumbartonshire Railway Bill; Middlesbrough Cor- 

poration Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time nwa SE 


PrivaTE Bits, erc.—Ordered, That Standing Orders 39, 129, and 230 be 
suspended, and that the time for depositing Petitions and Memorials 
against Private Bills, or against any Bill to confirm any Provisional Order 
or Provisional Certificate, and for depositing duplicates of any Documents -* 
relating to any Bill to confirm any Provisional Order or Provisional Cer- 
tificate, also for depositing at the Private Bill Office all Documents relating 
to any Order under The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 

1899, be extended to the first day on which the House shall sit after the 
Recess.—(The Chairman of Ways and Means.} oe a ee ae 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY ORDER CoNFIRMATION.—Bill to confirm a Pro- 
visional Order under The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, relating to the Caledonian Railway, ordered to be brought in by The 
Lord Advocate and Mr. Solicitor-General for Scotland. 


Caledonian Railway Order Confirmation Bill.—‘ To confirm a Provisional 
Order under The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
relating to the Caledonian Railway,” presented, and read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Tuesday, 9th June, and to be printed. (Bill 


228.) 97 


ForTH NAVIGATION ORDER CONFIRMATION.—Bill to confirm a Provisional 
Order under The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
relating to the Forth Navigation, ordered to be brought in by The Lord.. 
Advocate and Mr. Solicitor-General for Scotland. 
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Forth Navigation Order Confirmation Bill.—“ To confirm a Provisional 
Order under The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
relating to the Forth Navigation,” es and ordered to be con- 
sidered upon Monday, 8th June ; © : 


Thames Conservancy Bill.—Order (24th siaerees Les for Second Reading read, 
and discharged. Bill withdrawn é 


Patent Office Extension Bill.—Ordered, That the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills do examine the Patent Office Extension Bill with respect to 
compliance with the ~— Orders relative to Private Bills. _— 
Arthur Elliot.) ... . ‘ ‘ 


Merthyr Tydvil Urban District Council Bill.—Reported from the Police 
and Sanitary Committee, with Amendments ; a to lie oiacate the Table, 
and to be printed : 


All Saints, Poplar (Rate Abolition), Bill [I.orps].—Reported, without 
Amendment ; Report to lie “ the T waeedts and to be iaieaais Bill to be 
read the third time... ; ; ‘ ose 


Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) Sewerage Board Bill.—Reported, 
with Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ‘a 


PETITIONS. 


CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION).—Petition from Harwich, for the abolition of 
restrictions ; to lie upon the Table eve a ses Sie wt 


EMIGRATION Lopcinc Hovusks, LiverPoo..—Petition from Liv eiaed for the 
abatement of alleged nuisance ; to lie upon the Table ‘ ‘ oe 


LICENSING Law (COMPENSATION FOR NON-RENEWAL) BILL.—Petitions against : 
from Cheetham Hill ; East Anglia; and Rochdale ; to lie upon the Table 


LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION FOR NON-RENEWAL) BILL, AND LICENCES 
RENEWAL AND TRANSFER BILL.—Two Petitions from Patricroft, against ; 
to lie upon the Table ae se die = ios vis 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER BiLL.—Petition against : from Cheetham 
Hill ; East Anglia; and Rochdale ; to lie upon the Table ... ae 


Port OF LonpOoN BILL.— Petitions against (praying to be heard by Counsel) : 
from Freemen and Apprentices of the River Thames; the Amalgamated 
Society of Watermen, Lightermen, and Watchmen of the River Thames, 
and the Society of Foremen Lightermen of the River Thames ; ; Corporation 
of eg og Great Western Railway Company ; Henry Chaloner 
Smith ; ent’s Canal. and Dock Company; Great Northern Railway 
Company ; 3 Conservancy Board; and the Conservators of the River 
Thames ; referred to the Select Committee on the Bill 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL.—Petitions in favour: from Maidenhead ; 
Rugby ; Brymbo ; and. Lochwinnoch ; to lie upon the Table obs 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Suez CanaL (CoMMERCIAL, No. 4, 1903).—Copy presented, of Returns of 
Shipping and Tonnage, 1900, 1901, and 1902 (in continuation of “Com- 
‘ mercial, No. .2, 1902”) [by Command] ; to.lie upon the Table... aad! 
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Epucation (ScoTLAND).—Copy presented, of Minute of the Committee of 
Council on Education in Scotland, dated 28th May, 1903, providing for the 
distribution of the General Aid Grant _ Explanatory a 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ‘ 


LocaL AUTHORITIES (ACQUISITION OF LAND).—Return presented, relative 
thereto (ordered 8th July, 1902—Sir Walter sata ; to lie — the 
Table, and to be printed. (No. 182.)... 


British SouTH AFRICA (TAXATION OF NATIVEs).—Return presented, relative 
thereto —— 24th sedis Herbert named ; to lie — the 
Table . . 

Irish LAND BiLt.—Return ordered, “showing particulars with respect to 
advances for purchase of holdings and repayments to Land Commission 


under Clauses 1 and 40.”—(Mr. Wy ‘yndham.) Return presented > ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. (No. 183.) se 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED W1IT'H THE VOTES. 


FENTON Ursan District’s Epcucation ScHemr.—Qu:< an Mr. Talbot 
(Oxford University) ; Answer, Sir William Anson ... ke nhs 


HAVERHILL AND District ScHOoL Boarp.—Question, Mr. J. A. Pease en, 
Saffron Walden) ; Answer, Sir William Anson , oe sins 


THE ADMIRALTY AND DEVONPORT BREWSTER SESSIONS.—Question, Sir Thomas 
Dewar (Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


OPHTHALMIA AT HANWELL Poor LAW SCHOOLS. —Question, Mr. Herbert Samuel 
(Yorkshire, Cleveland) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long ... 


Epipemics AT HANWELL Poor Law ScHooLs. —Question, Mr. Herbert 
Samuel ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long ... = mt re ‘Be re 


Poor Law Nurses.—Question, Mr. Talbot ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Ca.r LYMPH For SCOTLAND. Pec Mr. Weir hae and Cr aati ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long ‘ ‘ 


Post Orric—e PENSIONS—CASE OF WILLAM SAMPLE.—-Question, Mr. Herbert 
Samuel ; Answer, Mr. Arthur Elliot ... er = we 


Pay or Royat Army Mepicat Corps IN INDIA. Bi smmaede Dr. Thompson ; 
Answers, Lord George Hamilton _ ~ i ‘te 


DEPOSITION OF THE MAHARAJAH OF PANNA. Ve apse Mr. Weir; Answer, 
Lord George Hamilton.. : pee ‘ nae by vi ~~ 


Cases or PLAGUE IN INDIA AMONGST PERSONS EMPLOYED ON RELIEF 
Works.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton ... 


BircHinG OF YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie one 
Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas eo ‘ ; 


CANAL TOLLS IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Kennedy (Westmeath, N.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndhan ... és we wis én - st on i 


Answer, Mr. Wyndham... 





MONAGHAN INEIRMARY.—Question, Dr. Thompson ; 
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Ecclesiastical Commissioners Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Wednesday, 10th June, and to be printed. (Bill 231.) 


NEW BILL. 


Medical Act (1886) Amendment (No. 2) Bill.—‘To amend The Medical 
Act, 1886,” presented by General Laurie ; supported by Sir Walter Foster, 
Sir John Tuke, Mr. Rothschild, Sir Howard Vincent, Mr. Middlemore, and 
Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree ; to be read a second time ease Monday, 
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The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board sd Trade ig Bonar Lan, 
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And, the Motion being opposed, after a brief explanatory statement from 
‘the Member who made the Motion and from a Member who opposed 
it, Mr. Speaker put the Question in pursuance of Standing Order 
No. li. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 142 ; Noes, 82. (Division List No. 111.) 
Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour and Mr. Bonar Law. 


Sugar Convention Bill.—“ To make provision for giving effect to a Convention 
signed on the 5th day of March, 1902, in relation to Sugar,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday, 
8th June, and to be printed. (Bill '230.) 


BUSINESS OF THE House (Supp.y).—Ordered, That the Motion for the adjourn- 

ment of the House for Whitsuntide have precedence t this seal of the Business 

of Supply.—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) eee ‘ 141 
ADJOURNMENT (WHITSUNTIDE). 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this House do now adjourn 
until Monday, 8th June.—(Sir 4. Acland Hood.) 


FiscaL Pouicy oF THE COUNTRY. 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 141 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the tied (Mr. yz Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) 155 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon n Boroughs) . nied ica es - Bee 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) _... 170 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies #( Mr. J. Chamber lain, Birmin ngham W. ) 175 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.)... 53 de “ts x“ --- 190 
Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham) .. ve in ia ay -- 193 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E. ) = fs ‘pe ins ws 3S 
Mr. Harwood (Bolton)... ae ee = vs - 5SS 
Mr. Pemberton (Sunderland) es se es dts bes << oe 


MOopERN ART IN IRELAND. 


Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ... 198 
The Financial Secretary to the Tr easury ( Mr. Arthur Elliot, Durham) .. 199 


THE WESTERN HIGHLANDS OF SCOTLAND. 


Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) — ... 200 
The Solicitor-General for Scotland (Mr. 8: volt Dickson, G lasgow, ‘Br idgton) 201 


FiscaAL POLICY OF THE COUNTRY. 
Mr. Labouchere (Northampton)... spe wn si oe! -.. 203 


Resolved, That this House do now adjourn until Monday, 8th June.—(Mr. 
A. J. Balfour.) 





Adjourned at a quarter after Seven o'clock till Monday, 8th June. 
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(Money) Bill ; Milford Docks Bill [Lords : Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynam- 
man Railway Bill.—As amended, consi ered ; to be read the third time ... 


North-Eastern Railway Bill.— As amended, considered ; Amendments made ; 
Bill to be read the third time . 


Romford and D'strict soenannge dial amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time , , 


South Wales Mineral Railway - ati —Pvot amended considered ; 
to be read the third time ‘i 


Staffordshire and Worcestershire Canal Bill [Lorps] ; onda (Salop) 
Gas Bill [Lords] ; Wood Green Urban District Council Bill.—As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time 


Dudley, Stourbridge, and District Tramways Bill i [Lonps) iii 
Urban District Vater Bill [Lords]; Shepshed Urban Gas Bill [Lords] ; 
Somerset and District Electric Power Bill gained —Read a second _— 
and committed . 


Forth Navigation | Order Confirmation a. —Considered ; to be read the 
third time upon Wednesday ... ‘ini 


PigR AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) —Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Dawlish, Bude, and Sandown. Ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Bonar Law and Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


Ordered, That Standing Order 193A be suspended, and that the Bill 
te read the first time. - 
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Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Biil.—“ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Dawlish, Bude, and Sandown,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time; to be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 233.] ... 


Pier AND Harsour ProvistonAL Orpegrs (No. 3).—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the General Pier 
and Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Aultbea and Pennan. Ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Bonar Law and Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


Ordered, That Standing Order 1934 be suspended, and that the Bill be 
read the first time. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill.—“To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the General Pier 
and Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Aultbea and Pennan,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time; to be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. (Bill 234.] ... 


PieER AND HarBourR PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4).—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Ueneral Pier 
and Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Sligo, Limerick, and Dundalk. Ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Bonar Law and Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


Ordered, That Standing Order 193A be suspended, and that the Bill 
be read the first time. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—‘To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Sligo, Limerick and Dundalk,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 235.] ... 


Pier AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL OrDERS (No. 5).—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Boscombe and Bournemouth, Carnarvon, 
Gorleston, Herne Bay, and Avoch. Ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Bonar Law and Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


Ordered, That Standing Order 193A be suspended, and that the Bill 
be read the first time. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill.—‘ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the General Pier 
and Harbour Act, !861, relating to Boscombe and Bournemouth, Carnarvon, 
Gorleston, Herne Bay, and Avoch,” presented accordingly, and read the 
first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 236.] ‘ee - ae + ve 


Prien AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 6).—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the General Pier 
and Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Truro and Salen (Mull). Ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Bonar Law and Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


Ordered, That Standing Order 193A be suspended, and that the Bill 
be read the first time. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill —‘ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by.the Board of Trade under the General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Truro and Salen (Mull),” presented 
accordingly, and: read the first-time’; to be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 237.] ok oes 
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the Table e. ° Me: ; ae fae Si 


County Courts JURISDICTION EXTENSION BILL.—Petition from Isle of Wight, 
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LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER BILL, AND LICENSING Law (COMPENSATION 
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LicENSING LAw (COMPENSATION FOR Non-RENEWAL) Bitui.—Petition from 
Stockton-on-Tees, against ; to lie upon the Table ses ee 


LicENSING (SCOTLAND) Acts AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition from Leith, for 
iso alteration ; to lie upon the Table re bis hed bis obs 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) Acts AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition from Govan, in 

favour ; to lie upon the Table... si sy me sé ie 
MARRIAGE WITH A Deceasep Wire's SISTER BiILt.—Petition from East 
Dulwich, against ; to lie upon the Table 





Port oF LoNDON BILL..— Petitions against (praying to be heard by Counsel) : 
from Parliamentary Committee of the Trade Union Congress ; Wandsworth 
and Putney Gas Light and Coke Company ; Commissioners of Sewers for 
Lombard’s Wall to Gravesend Bridge ; Public Wharfingers and others in 
the Port of London; Commissioners of Sewers for the Havering and 
Rainham and other levels ; Commissioners of Sewers from Gravesend 
Bridge to Sheerness ; Company of Proprietors of the Grand Junction 
Canal ; Kent and Essex Brickmasters’ and Flint Merchants’ Protection 
Association ; ; Commissioners of Sewers for the levels of Fobbing and other 
places ; Association of Master Lightermen and Bargeowners of the Port of 
London; and William — and sag Limited ; referred to the Select 
Committee on the Bill . ine as os ae 


PREVENTION OF CorRuUPTION BILL.—Petitions in favour: from Kettering ; 
Droylsden ; King’s Lynn ; Springburn ; Harleston ; and Broxbourne ; to 
lie upon the Table ose me re -~ 


Pus.ic LisraRigs.—Petition from Gillingham, for alteration of Law; to lie 
upon the Table ... 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BritisH SouTH AFRICA (TAXATION OF NATIv sills ial Lpronegiod 28th 
May] to be printed. [No. 184.] on ; 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS (WHITSUNTIDE Recess).—The following Papers, 
presented by Command of His Majesty during | the Whitsuntide recess, 


ces3, pursuant to the Standing Order of the 14th August,.£896:— .: .. 


were delivered to the Librarian of the House of Commons during the -re- 
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TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies of Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2987 to 2990 ... on one is si 


TREATY SeErtEs (No. 8, 1903).—Copy of Protocol between the United Kingdom 
and the United States of Venezuela relating to the settlement of British 
Claims and other matters ; signed at Washington, 13th February, 1903 ; 
together with agreements for the reference of certain questions to the Per- 
manent Court of Arbitration at the Hague, and for the decision of the 
claims hy a Mixed Commission ; signed at Washington, 7th May, 1903 


CoLoniEs.—Copy of Papers relating to the Investigation of Malaria and other 
Tropical Diseases, and the Establishment of Schools of Tropical Medicine 


AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS (IKELAND)-—Copy of Agricultural Statistics of 
Ireland, with detailed Report for the year 1902 __... eo ae jae 


Puetic Recorps.—Copy of _—- -fourth Annual — of the dein tei —— 
of the Public Records ... 


ExpLosives.—Copy of Twenty-seventh Annual Report of His Majesty’s Inspec- 
tors of Explosives, being for the year 1902. 


Ordered, That the said Papers do lie upon the Table 


CoxPoRAL PUNISHMENT.—Return presented, relative thereto [Address 7th 
May—-Mr. — satis to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 185.] a Cae” dos” ca ee ae 


EXPERIMENTS ON LiviNG ANIMALS.—Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 26th May—WMr. ee to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 186.] : we ove vale ‘on a 


Potuinc Districts (CouNTY oF SurREY).—Copy presented, of Order made 
by the County Council of the County of Surrey, ordering that a second 
polling place be provided for the Parish of (sodstone at Blindley Heath [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table ‘ 


ALKALI, Erc., WorKS REGULATION AcTs, 1881 AND 1892.—Copy presented, 
of Thirty- -ninth Annual Report on Alkali, ete., Works by the Chief 
Inspector, being for 1902 iby Incteapil to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. |No. 187.] ... sien — ‘i wil one 


Duplin METROPOLITAN PoLice.—Copy presented, of Statistical Tables for the 
year 1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table me Ase 


ConcesTeD Districts BoARD (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Twelfth Report 
of the Board, being for the ~ mene 31st March, 1903 [hy eaaam ci 
to lie upon the Table... 

INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRELAND).—Copy sien of Rule made by the 


Intermediate Education Board for Ireland appointing the places at which 
examinations shall be held for 1903 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


In1sH LAND ComMIssiON (RULEs).—Copy presented, of Rule made by the 
Irish Land Commission as to Assistant Commissioners, dated the 18th 


May, 1903 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ... 


STRIKES AND Lock-outs.—Copy presented, of Report by the Chief Labour 
Correspondent on the Strikes and Lock-outs of 1902, and on Conciliation 
and Arbitration Boards [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 
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EMIGRATION AND IMMIGRATION.-- Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
27th May—Mr. Bonar vette to lie upon the Table, and to be hanes 
[No. 188.] ats Pee me wad nh a 


INeBRIATES Act, 1898, Prisons (ScoTLAND) Act, 1877, AND SECRETARY 
FOR SCOTLAND Acts, 1885-1889.—Copy presented, of Rule made by, the 
Secretary for Scotland as to the appointment of a visiting Committee to 


the State Inebriate Reformatory at Perth [by Act}; to lie upon the.Table + 





SOUTH Copy presented, of Draft Customs Union Convention ‘agreed 
to hy! recat. 3 es of the British Colonies and territories in South Afnios 
at a Conference at Bloemfontein in March, 1903 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table : ‘ ae 


ALIENS (NATURALISATION) TRANSVAAL AND ORANGE River COoLONy.— 
Return presented, relative thereto [Address 20th May — Mr. John Ellis ‘J; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 189.] ie 


Victoria (THE Constitution Act, 1903).—Copy presented, of the Constitu- 
tion Act, 1903 (Victoria) [by anes to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 190.j . , wi ss ion io oF 


NATIONAL PorTRAIT GALLERY.—Copy presented, of Forty-sixth Annual Report 
of the Trustees of the National Portrait Gallery, 1902-3 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table nee ine am ia < 


Lonpon County CounciL oo @ presented, of Returns relating to the Coun- 
cil up to 31st March, 1903, with Estimate of Expenditure for the year 
ending 3lst March, 1904 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 191] one os od - 03 oe oa 


IMPERIAL INSTITUTE ACcOUNT.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
26th May, 1903, directing that the Imperial Institute Account shall be 
audited by the Comptroller and Auditor-General [by on to lie = the 
Table as -v ‘a in we ; ie 


SUPERANNUATIONS.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 22rd May, 
1903, declaring that for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of the 
office of Third Assistant to the Chief Crown Solicitor for Ireland, pro- 
fessional or other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired in 
Public Service are required [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table es 


SUPERANNUATION AcT, 1884.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
13th May, 1903, declaring that Joseph Woolverton, Royal Laboratory, 
War Office, was appointed without a Civil Service certificate, through 
inadvertence on the part of the Head of his a [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table .. 


Paper laid upon the Table by. the Clerk of the House :— 





LocaL Loans Fur 
National Debt in respect of the capital and income of the Local Loans Fund 
for the year ended 3lst March, 1902; with report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General thereon [by Act]; to be printed. |No. 192.] ... ‘ 


Inish LAND Brti.—Return ordered, “giving the text of the Enactments to 
which reference is made in the Irish Land Bill.”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Return om accordingly ; to lie : the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 193] . ; , ; roe bes oe his ag 
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PizR AND Harsour PRovisionaL Orpers (No. 1) Bitt [Lorps].—Copy 
ordered, ‘“‘ of Memorandum stating the nature of the proposals contained in 
the Provisional Orders included in the Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill [Lords].”—(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


PizR AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) Bitt.—Copy ordered, 
‘‘of Memorandum stating the nature of the proposals contained in the 
Provisional Orders included in the Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill."—(Mr. Bonar Law.) on ous 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) Bitt.—Copy ordered, 
“of Memorandum stating the nature of the proposals contained in the 
Provisional Orders included in the Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 3) Bill.”—(Mr. Bonar Law.) sed - , 


PicER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL OrDERS (No. 4) BiLL.—Copy ordered, “ of 
Memorandum stating the nature of the proposals contained in the Pro- 
visional Orders inabated 1 in the Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders — ” 
Bill.”"—(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 5) BiLt.—Copy ordered, “ of 
Memorandum stating the nature of the proposals contained in the Pro- 
visional Orders included in the Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders = ” 
Bill.”—(Mr. Bonar Law.) he 


PreR AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 6) BILL.—Copy ordered, “ of 
Memorandum stating the nature of the proposals contained in the 
Provisional Orders included in the Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) Bill."—(Mr. Bonar Law.) wie ons sa 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


New WorKHOUSE AT TETBURY. — Question, Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. ee ‘ 


RATES IN SUPPORT OF SECONDARY SCHOOLS.—Question, Mr. J. H. Lewis 
(Flint Boroughs) ; Answer, Sir William Anson , aa 


BRITISH RIGHTS IN SOUTHERN PERSIA. nn Mr. Labouchere anion: 
ton) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne ; 


CHINESE AND BLACK LABOUR IN THE TRANSVAAL MINES. Wiascaniie Mr. 
Labouchere ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain a id sie ies 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


SALE OF WAR STORES—DISEASE INFECTED BLANKETS.—Questions, Sir Thomas 
Dewar (Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) ; — The —* of State 
for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, uildford) .. 


DiscaRDED MILitarRy TENTS. icateipans Sir Thomas Dewar; Answer, Mr. 


Joun Bricut’s STaTvE.—Question, Mr. Claude Hay ena eee 
Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish (Derbyshire, W.)_ .. 


Worn SILVER Comnace.—Questions, Sir John Leng (Dundee) and Mr. Gibson 
Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; — The Chancellor of the ieaonss ani 
Ritchie, Croydon) és 
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ALIEN CRIMINALS.—Questions, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; 
Answers, The Secretary of State for the Home a — Akers 
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Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) 


OLIVER CROMWELL’s Bust. — Questions, Mr. Claude Hay and Mr. James 


Lowther (Kent, Thanet); Answers, Mr, Victor Cavendish . 





Supp.y [lltH ALLotrep Day.] 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. JerrrEys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. ] 


CiviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903-4.—REVENUE 


DEPARTMENTS. 


1. Motion made and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£563,000, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, for the Salaries and Ex- 


perses of the Customs Department.” 


Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, S.) ... 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Item A (Salaries) be reduced 
by £100, in respect of the salary of the Chairman.”—(Sir Edward 


Strachey.) 


The Financial Secretary to the Treasury a“ Arthur Elliot, i: 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. 
Capt. Norton (Newington, W.) 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


7’. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) 
Cohen (Islington, E.) ... 
Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleafor d) 
Lough (Islington, W.) 


Sir Edward Strachey 


Mr. 


Maconochie (Aberdeenshire, E E. :) 


Sir Edward Strachey 


Question put and negatived. 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum not exceeding £559,000 


Toulmin (Lancushire, Bun ea 
Elliot ... i 
Whitley (Halifuz) 


be granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. Whitley.) 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Gibson Bowles ... 
J. H. Lewis (Flint Boroug ghe)... 
Markham sinittcimastiiiie Mangfeld) 
Elliot ... es 

Nussey (Pontefract) 
Markham 6 
Elliot ... 
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Mr. Edmund Robertson _—— ae site as sai ... 232 
Mr. Gibson Bowles .. me des de — ait ... 232 
Mr. Whitley be se ye aa ied Sac ere ... 232 
Mr. Elliot ... er poe ia -.. 233 


Sir H, Campbell- Bannerman n (Stirling Bur hs) 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 37 ; Noes, 96. (Division List, No. 112.) 
Original Question again proposed. 
Capt. Norton =e sis <r bie aes oe ba we 
Mr. Elliot ... se és nie oe was inks sed jo 
Capt. Norton 2 


Motion made, and Question put, “That a sum, not exceeding £562,900, 
be granted for the said Service.” —(Captain Norton.) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 48: Noes, 110. (Division List No 113.) 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 

2. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,370,500, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Inland Rev enue Department.” 


Mr. Charles Allen (Gloucestershire, Stroud) aca Kes we ~~ 2 
Mr. Elliot ... si fen hes ie ‘an sas “sed a 
Mr. J. H, Lewis... ales ua pd hs aie ges wus 242 
Mr. Gibson Bowles sie aa We ea ii i sae BES 
Mr. Elliot ; pe hi aa ae ie dad os ae 
Sir John Leng (Dundee) ei va ise aa ‘in mn .. 245 
Mr. Elliot os oie one ‘ini in ... 246 
Mr. Soares (Devon. shire, Barnstaple) we nie an ‘iy ... 246 
Mr, Gibson Bowles.. sane ute one seed - 24 --- 246 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Item E (Commuted Allow- 
ances, etc.) be reduced by £200.°—(Mr. Gibson Boules.) 


Mr. Elliot ... vad va oan siete — es pre .. 248 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn 
Original Question again proposed. 

Mr. Soares ... sa ‘ine ie ata ce sas sli ... 248 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,370,400, be granted for the said Service.” —( Jr. Soares.) 


Mr. Elliot ... = eis ase ae ... 248 
Mr, Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) ... yan me wa wns i 


Question put— 


The Committee divided: Ayes 47; Noes 129. (Division List No. 114.) 
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Original Question put, and agreed to. 


3. £536,750 to complete the sum for Post Office Packet Service. 


Mr, Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) .. iat oe oo ins ia: Se 
Mr. Henniker Heaton (Canterbury) , ... 262 
The Postmaster-General ae Austen Ch: unberlain, Worcester. shire, EB.) ... - 363 
Mr. Caldvwell ae ; gui $a er a a oc3. | 


Vote agreed to. 
Resolutions to be reported. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£2,549,430, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to ‘defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1904, for the salaries and 
working expenses of the Post Office Telegraph Service.” 


Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow, W.) on oan te _ nee 
Mr. Henniker Heaton rev ve ish re Ee ae ‘ea 
Mr. Herbert Samuel ( Yorkshire, Cleveland) 
Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, ne 

Sir John Leng (Dundee) 


~Is! 
oO 


6 
6 


eI s1 ~J 


And, it being half-past Seven of the Clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Resolutions to be reported To-morrow ; Committee also report Progress ; 
to sit again this evening. 





EVENING SITTING. — 


Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway (Various Powers) 
Bill [py OrpeEr]. As amended, considered ; to be read the third time. 


SuppLy [11TH ALLOTTED DAY] 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. | 


CIvIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EsTIMATES, 1903-4 —REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS. 


1. £2,549,430, to complete the sum for Post Office Telegraphs. 


Sir John Leng ws fae a a xi eae we 2 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain nee se _s hat <A. ee oe 
Mr. Herbert Samuel con ae i i. i ee sh tata 
Mr. Fredrick Wilson (Norfolk, M we on ae bes ve . See 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) . is =i “et se .. 289 
Mr. John Campbell int wisi “ ~~ ed ab . 289 
Mr. Dalziel... ad : _ ba I eee ... 289 
Mr, Austen Chamberlain ae ve Bas ie ey aan ... 290 


Vote agreed to. 
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Crass IV. 
2. £88,619, to complete the sum for British Museum. 
Mr. Soares ... 
Mr. Markham 
Mr. Elliot ... 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) 
Mr. Elliot ... ae sis bas 


Vote agreed to. 
3. £7,027, to complete the sum for National Gallery. 


Mr. Herbert Samuel 
Mr. Elliot ... By 


Vote agreed to. 
4. £2,445, to complete the sum for National Portrait Gallery. 
5. £3,281, to complete the sum for Wallace Collection. 

Mr. Whitley 


Vote agreed to. 


6. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not excecding 
£23,780, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, for sundry Grants in aid 
of Scientific Investigation, etc., and other Grants.” 


Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire W.R., Keighley) 
‘apt. C. B. Balfour (Middlesex, Hornsey) 
Mr. Dalziel... ose pay oe ne 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £23,680, 
be granted for the said service.”—(Mr. Dalziel.) 


Mr. Markham 

Mr. Elliot ... aaa 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse 
Mr. Dalziei ; 
Mr. Elliot . 


Question put. 
Committee divided :—Ayes, 36 ; Noes, 119. (Division List No. 115.) 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


7. £77,100, to complete the sum for Universities and Colleges, Great 
Britain, and Intermediate Education, Wales. 


Resolutions to be reported. 
Crass VII. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £27,000, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, for the Salaries and other 
Expenses of Temporary Commissions, Committees, and Special 

Inquiries.” 
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Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) ... - ong ane 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 
Mr, Caldwell pee sap one wont «ie os 





Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £26,900, 
be granted for the said service.”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


we te Re et 


Mr. Dalziel 

Mr. Brigg ... 
Mr. Soares... 
Mr. Elliot ... 
Mr. Caldwell 


And, it being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report 
to the House. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Wednesday ; Committee also report Pro- 
gress ; to sit again upon Wednesday. 


Adjourned at seven minutes after Twelve o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 9TH JUNE, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 


IMPRISONMENT OF A MEMBER (Mr. M’HucGH).—Mr. SPEAKER informed the 
House that he had received a letter relative to the imprisonment of a 
Member. 


Mr. John Redmond... she wes _ id ious _ 
The Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ... pei ants fe see 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BiLxs [LorDs] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
Comprigp WitTH).-—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the fol- 
lowing Bills originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standin. Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz: Cardiff Railway Bill 
[Lords] ; Preston, Chorley, and Horwich Tramways Bill [Lords]; Torquay 
Corporation Water Bill [Lords]; British Gas Light Company (Norwich) 

Bill [Lords] ; Tynemouth and District Tramways Bill [Lords]; Worthing 

Corporation (Tramways) Bill [Lords] ; Sheffield and South Yorkshire Navi- 

tion Bill [Lords]; London, Brighton and South Coast Railway Bill 

Lords] ; Port Talbot Railway and Docks Bill — ; St. Philip's Chapel 

Regent Street) Bill [Lords] ; King’s College, London Bill [Lords]; Aston 

Manor Improvement Bill [Lords]; Hastings Tramways ( nsions) Bill 

aes South Lancashire Tramways Bill |Lords] ; Dewsbury, Batley, and 

irstal Tramways Bill intge F Chard Corporation Gas and Electricity Bill 

[Lords] ; Pontypridd Urban District Council Bill [Lords] ; Jewish Colonisa- 

tion Association Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time 
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SupsTITUTED Bitts [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS ComPLiep WitH).—Mr. 


SPEAKEt laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That in respect of the following Bills introduced pursuant 
to the provisions of The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
and which the Chairman of Ways and Means had directed to originate in 
the House of Lords, the Standing Orders have been complied with, viz. : 
Scottish Central Electric Power (Substituted) Bill [Lords]; Scottish On- 
tario and Manitoba Land Company, Limited (Substituted) Bill [Lords] ; 
Hutcheson’s Hospital and Hutcheson’s Educational Trust (Substituted) Bill 
[Lords] ... ‘ ; tose a ne ied Pe 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL (STANDING OnDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COMPLIED 


Pro 


Wirn).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Exam- 
iners of Petitions for Private Bills, That in the case of the following Bill, 
referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. : Military Lands Provisional 


Orders Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time To-morrow 


VISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE).— Mr. SPEAKER 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. : Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 17) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 18) Bill ; Broughty Ferry Gas Provisional Order Bill ; Hamilton Burgh 
Provisional Order Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read aseeond time Te-morrow 


PATENT OFFICE EXTENSION BILL (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 


ComPLieD WirH).— Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the fol- 
lowing Bill, referred pursuant to the Order of the House of the 28th day 
of May last, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. : Patent Office Extension Bill 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.—The CHatRMAN of 


BurGH POoLice (SCOTLAND) 


Cuu 


Ways and MEANS reported, That, after conferring with the Chairman of 
Committees of the House of Lords, for the purpose of determining in which 
House of Parliament the respective Bills should be first considered, under 
The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, they had 
determined that the Bills contained in the following List should originate 
in the House of Lords, viz.:—Scottish Central Electric Power Bill ; 
Scottish Ontario and Manitoba Land Company, Limited, Bill ; Hutcheson’s 
Hospital and Hutcheson’s Educational Trust Bill . 


PETITIONS. 
Bitt.—Petition from Argyll, for alteration ; to lie 
upon the Table ... . 


RCH DISCIPLINE BILL.—Petitions against : from Taunton ; and Romford ; 
to lie upon the Table a 


CoaL Mines REGULATION BiLt.-——Petition from Atherton, in favour; to lie 


upon the Table ... 


County Courts JURISDICTION EXTENSION BILL.—-Petition from Kidderminster, 





in favour ; to lie upon the Table 
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LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER BiLL.—Petitions against: from Maidstone ; 
and Northwich ; to lie upon the Table ‘ 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER BILL, AND LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION 
FOR NON-RENEWAL) BILL. -—Petition from Hey wood, vines to lie upon 
the Table ~ ‘ns sia , bey ae 


LicENsING Law (CoMPENSATION FOR NON-RENEWAL) BiLL.—Petitions against : 
from Maidstone ; and Northwich ; to lie upon the Table ioe ¥ 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) Acts AMENDMENT BILL.-—Petition from Grangemouth, 
for alteration ; to lie upon the Table ... he ay me oo 


Loca GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) Act (1894) AMENDMENT BILL. — Petition from 
Govan, against ; to lie upon the Table oe x ah 


MARRIAGE wITH A DecEASED WIrFE’s SisTER BILL.—Petitions against : from 
Newferry ; Thirsk ; and Taunton ; to lie upon the Table 


Port or Lonpon Bii..—Petitions against (praying to be heard by Counsel) : 
from Southend-on-Sea Corporation ; Master, Wardens, and Commonalty of 
Watermen and Lightermen of a River Thames; Public W harfingers 
adjoining the Port. of London ; Great Eastern Railway Company ; James 
Hilditeh Gough ; North London ae ; and Southend-on-Sea ; 
referred to the Select Committee on the Bill.. Be a: 


PREVENTION OF CorrupPTION BiLL.—Petition from Willesden Junction, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Hammersmith ; St. Leonard’s ; and Kidderminster ; to lie upon the Table 


SHEEP ScaB BiLt.—Petition from Argyll, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


TRADE Disputes BrLtt.—Petition from Atherton, in favour ; to lie upon the 
Table se rae bes 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


INroxicaTinG Liquors (Licences Rerusep).—Return presented, relative 
thereto [Address 27th May—Mr. Cochrane] ; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 194.] gs vo a bas oi ini 


ARRESTS FOR DRUNKENNESS (IRELAND).—Return presented, relative thereto 
ordered 18th May—.Vr. — ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
No. 195.] as ‘ad ee awe Aas ssi ees 


Epucation (ScorLanD).—Copy presented, of Thirtieth Annual Report by the 
Accountant for Scotland to the Scotch Education Department [by 
command]; to lie upon the Table ss * di 


TRISTAN DA CuNHA.—Copy presented, of further correspondence relating to the 
Island of Tristan da Cunha (in continuation of [C. 8357] February, sania 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table Aas oes se Pe 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Income Tax Depuctions oN DeBeNnTURES.—Question, Sir Frederick Banbury 
(Camberwell, Peckham) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie be ae “as 


BoarD OF EDUCATION AND THE NAvy LEAGUE.—Question, Mr. John Eilis 
(Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) ; Answer, Sir William Anson 





xli 
Page 


ce 
_— 
or 


eso 
_ 
wa 


_ 
wt 


Co 
— 
wt 


316 


316 


316 


316 


316 


316 


316 

















TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


xlii 
June 9.] 


BritisH TRADE WITH FOREIGN CoUNTRIES, INDIA AND THE COLONIES.— 
Question, Mr. Lambert ingen South senaaeatte : — Mr. Bonar 
Law a 


OVERLOADING OF FOREIGN SHiIPs IN BritisH Ports.—Question, Sir Robert 
Ropner (Stockton) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law ‘ ne vo . 


Honorary RANK OF MAJOR FOR INSPECTORS OF ARMY SCHOOLS. Ricci 
Mr. Yoxell (Nottingham, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ‘ 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—MEDAL CLAsps FoR HospiTaL NuRSES.—Question, 
Sir John Leng (Dundee) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick eee pa a 


ArMyY PEeNsIONS—Boy SERVICE. ean Mr. —— Lucas ehimaseeinands ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. y 


INDIAN ARMY AND ARMY SERVICE CorPS APPOINTMENTS FOR WOOLWICH 
Cavets.—Question, Mr. Agg-Gardner (Cheltenham) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


EXPULSION OF THE ‘“‘ TIMES” CORRESPONDENT FROM RussIA.—Question, Mr. 
Martin (Worcestershire, Droitwich) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour . as 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


INDULGENCE PASSAGES FOR BRITISH OFFICERS —Question, Mr. Heywood 
Johnstone (Sussex, Horsham) ; Answer, the deagazeied of State for War 
(Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) v + ° a 


Lonemoor CAmp.—Question, Mr. Heywood Johnstone ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


THE CAPE “ RAGGING” CASE. ee: Mr. Swift MacNeill oS 8); 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick . A ; ‘ 


GUNNERY PRACTICE IN THE NAvy.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles; Answer, 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 


OFFICIAL REPORTS OF PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES IN OTHER COUNTRIES.— 
Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.); Answer, The Under ws of 
State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) aire 


REGISTRATION OF Money LENDERS.—Question, Mr. Lough; Answer, The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) es pare 


BUSINESS OF THE Hovuse.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean), Mr. Gibson 
Bowles, and Mr. John Redmond (Waterford); Answers, The Prime 
Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


THE FiscaL PoLicy oF THE GOVERNMENT.—Questions, Sir M. Hicks-Beach 
(Bristol, W.), Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford), Sir John Gorst 
(Cambridge ged and Mr. John Ellis scaadieecdmanp ins seme i ; 
Answers, Mr. Speaker .. ; 


NATIONAL ExPENDITURE.—Ordered, That the Minutes of Evidence taken before 
the Select Committee on National Expenditure in Session 1902 be referred 
to the Select Committee on National Expenditure.—(Sir James Fergusson). 
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NEW BILLS. 


Police (Superannuation) Bill—<‘‘To amend the Police Act, 1890, with 
respect to Superannuation,” presented by Mr. Cochrane; to be read a 
second t'me upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 238.] ... ees 


Trade Marks (Cotton Wares) Bill.—“ To amend the Law relating to the 
registration of Trade Marks in respect of Cotton Wares,” presented by Sir 
William Houldsworth, supported by Sir William Holland ; to be read a 
second time upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 239, ] 


Metropolitan Streets Bill.—“ To amend the Metropolitan Streets Act, 1867,” 
presented by Mr. Secretary Akers Douglas, supported by Mr. Cochrane ; 
to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 240}. 


Finance Bill—Sreconp REeapvinc.—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) _... 
Mr. David Maclver (Liverpool, Kirkial-) 


Amendment proposed — 


“To leave out from the word ‘ that,’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words ‘ this House considers that the financial 
policy of His Majesty’s Government, in the remission of indirect tax- 
ation imposed only last year for purposes of a permanent character, 
involves a needless and injurious disturbance of trade and a serious 
loss to the Rev enue, without substant‘al relief to the consumer; and 
that, if any remission of indirect taxation is considered necessary by 
His Majesty’ s Government, such remission ought to be made by a re- 
duction of the Duties ‘proposed to be levied on tea or other articles of 
general consumption.’ ”—(.Mr. Chaplin.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question ” 


Sir M. Hicks-Beach (Bristol, W.) ... 

Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) .. 

Sir Harry Seton-Karr (St. Helens) 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon). 
Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.) ... 
Mr. Middlemore (Birmingham, N.) 

Sir Joseph Leese (Lancashire, Accrington) — 
Mr. Beckett (Yorkshire, N.R., Whitby) 

Mr. Theodore Tayler (Lancashire, Ladcliffe) 
Mr. Hardy (Kent, Ashford) : 

Mr. Vicary Gibbs (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) 


And, it being half-past Seven of the Clock, the debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 





EVENING SITTING. 


Finance Bill.—Order read for resuming adjourned debate on Amendeht to 


Question [9th June], “ That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
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Which Amendment was— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the end of the Question 
in order to add the words, ‘This House considers that the financial 
policy of His Majesty’s Government, in the remission of indirect taxa- 
tion imposed only last year for purposes of a permanent character, in- 
volves a needless and injurious disturbance of trade and a serious loss 
to the Revenue, without substantial relief to the consumer ; and that, 
if any remission of indirect taxation is considered necessary by His 
Majesty’s Government, such remission ought to be made by a reduction 
of the duties proposed to be levied on tea or other articles of general 
consumption.’ ”—(Mr. Chaplin.) 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


Question again proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Question.” 


Debate resumed. 


Mr. Austin Taylor (Liverpool, E. Toxrteth) 
Mr. Toulmin (Bury) es sei - 

Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) mes Sa = or one 
The Financial Seeretary to the Treasury (Mr. Ellwt, Durham) ... 
Mr. Robson (South Shields) ms Ais sige 

Mr. Renwick (Newcastle-on-Tyne)... 

Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) —:. ae 

Major Seely (Isle of Wight) 


Mction made, and Question proposed, “That the Debate be now adjourned.” 
—(Major Seely.) 
Mr. Ritchie... 

Qucstion put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


SuppLy [STH JUNE, AFTERNOON SITTING. | 
Resolutions reported. 


Civit. SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EstTIMATES, 1503-4.—REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS. 


1. “ That a sum, not exceeding £563,000, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1904, for the salaries and expenses of the Customs Department.” 


2. “ That a sum, not exceeding £1,370,500, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1904, for the salaries and expenses of the Inland Revenue Department.” 

3. “That a sum, not exceeding £536,790, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1904, for the Expenses of the Post-Office Packet Service.” 


Resolutions agreed to 
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PuBLIC OFFICES (DUBLIN) [ADVANCES]. 


Resolution reported.—“ That it is expedient to authorise the issue, out of 
the Consolidated Fund, of such sums, not exceeding in the whole 
£225,000, as may be required for the purposes of any Act of the 
present session for the acquisition of certain land in Dublin, and for 
the erection and equipment of a Royal College of Science and other 
buildings for the public service, and to authorise the Treasury for the 
purpose of providing for the issue and repayment of such sums to 
borrow money by means of Terminable Annuities for a period not 
‘exceeding thirty years, such annuities to be paid out of moneys to be 
provided by Parliament for the Service of the Commissioners, and if 
those moneys are insufficient out of the Consolidated Fund.” 


Resolution read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “Th: at this House doth agree with 
the Committee in the said Resolution.” 





Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.).. 435 
Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) 436 
And, it being Midnight, the Debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed this day. 
Military Lands Bill. —Read a second time, and committed for this day. 
Adjourned at three minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 10TH JUNE, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
London Hydraulic acral Bill.—Lords’ Amendment considered, and 
agreed to pes ws “ae re hs . 437 
All Saints, Poplar (Rate Abolition) Bill mpgs —Read the third time, 
and passed, without Amendment 8 . 437 
Middlesbrough Corporation Bill.—Read the third time, and passed «« 457 
Exeter Railway Bill [Lorps].—Read the third time, and passed, without 
Amendment _... “a ines ve see Res ose wes on ne 
Lanarkshire and amen mney head —Read the third om 
and passed ees * eM 437 
Lima Railway Bill oui —Read the third time, and eit without 
Amendment... sy : en ac Oe 


South Yorkshire Joint Railways Bill.—Read the third time, and passed .... 437 


Dover Seperate = —As amended, considered ; to be read the third 
time... d - Sed owe _ we 437 
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Knott End Railway (Extension of Time) = seen am nies 
considered ; to be read the third time 437 









Merthyr Tydfil Urban District Council Bill; Wigan Corporation 
Tramways Bill ; Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) a Board Bill.— 
As amended, considered ; to be read the third time ‘ . 437 


Belfast Water -_ atettie (by mill —Read a _ second time, and 
committed ay net we 437 


Porth sgation 6 sane Gustemetion - —Read the third ee and 
pass: eee 


Caledonian Railway Order Confirmation Bill; Edinburgh Corporation 
(Markets, Slaughter Houses, ete.) Order Confirmation Bill; Grangemouth 
Water Order Confirmation Bill; Lanarkshire Electricity and Refuse 
Destruction Order Confirmation Bill.—Read a second time; to be 
considered upon Friday ee _ — ine sae ine -- 437 
































Broughty Ferry Gas Provisional Order Bill; Hamilton Burgh Provisional 
rder Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 17) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Order (No. 18) Bill ; Military Lands Provisional 


Orders Bill—Read a second time, and committed wi 438 
PETITIONS. 
BurGH POoLice (ScoTLAND) BILL.—Petition from Midlothian, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table ... — soba - Pel se .. 438 


CuvurcH DiscipLine BiLt.—Petitions against ; from Wil'esden ; Brentwood ; 
Northchurch ; seaeail Green ; and erkhampsted § St. Peter ; to lie upon 
the Table ; mi so. 438 


County CouNCILs (BILLS IN en BiLL.—Petition from Midlothian, in 
favuur ; to lie upon the Table.. si ve dn es a we =438 


County Courts JURISDICTION EXTENSION BILL.—Petition from Chester, in 
favoir , to lie upon the Table are on pel os she . §=438 


EpwucatT ON (ScoTL _ BiLL.—Petition from Old Monkland, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table .. eos sen one es pen mA he .. 438 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour: from Old Monkland ; 
Aberdeen ; and Leith ; to lie upon the Table wn ee ou we =438 


LicENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER BILL, AND LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION 
FOR NON-RENEWAL) BILL. —Petition from cntimaaats ners to lie aint 
the Table maa ven oad one on Pee ‘ . 438 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS AMENDMENT BILL.—Petitions for alteration : from 
Ballater ; Selkirk (two); Aberdeen ; and Leith ; to lie upon the Table ... 438 


LocaL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from Aberdeen, in favour ; to ' 
lie upon the Table ss xe a os mn oon am ww. §=6439 


Port OF LONDON BILL.—Petitions against (praying to be heard by Counsel) : 
from Merchants, Traders, and others carrying on business on the banks of 
the River Medway ; Urban District Council of Gillingham ; Conservators 
of the River Medway ; Mayor, Aldermen, and Councillors of the City of 
Westminster ; Holders of Debenture Stock of the Milwall Dock Company ; 
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Maidstone Corporation ; Company of Proprietors of the Lower Navigation 
of the River Medway ; ; London and North Western Railway Compan ay 
Railways Com pes ape Association ; Trustees of the Royal Liver Friendl 
Society ; on and India Docks Company ; Urban District Council of 
Toabttdie Holders of Debenture Stock and Mortgage Debentures of the 
London and India Docks Company ; London County Council ; Merchants, 
Traders, and others carrying on business in the district of Maidstone and 
Tonbridge and other places on the River Medway ; Coal Factors Society ; 
Millwall Dock Company ; and Woolwich = Council ; referred to the 
Select Committee on the Bill . on ‘ 


PREVENTION OF CoRRUPTION BILL.— Petitions in favour: from Southampton ; 
London Road ; Broomhill ; Wirksworth; Winnington; New Brompton ; 
and Selkirk ; to lie upon the Table... par “ite site i ee 


Pusiic Housges (Hours or CLosinG) (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions in favour : 
from Edinburgh ; and Glasgow ; to lie upon the Table : sa 


SALE OF ADULTERATED BUTTER BILL.—Petition from Aberdeen, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table ... a aah <a Bee is Re Es 


SHEEP SCAB Bitt.—Petition from Aberdeen, in favour; to lie upon the Table 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES (IRELAND).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
16th March—Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell ; to lie upon the Table ses 


LunaT.c AsyLUMs (IRELAND).—Return presented, relative thereto mange 
26th March—Mr. Clancy]; to lie upon the Table ay ° oe 


Ucanpa Raitway Acts, 1896 AnD 1900.—Account presented, showing the 
money issued from the Consolidated Fund under the Provisions of the 
Uganda Railway Acts, 1896 (59 and 60 Vic., c. 38),and 1900 (63 and 64 
Vic., c. 11), and of the Money expended and borrowed, and Securities 
created under the said Act, to 3lst March, 1902, together with the Report 
of the Comptroller, and Auditor-General thereon [by — to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 196.]... sed swe as 


WaGES AND Prorits In CoAL MINING. —Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 5th May—Mr. — initia to lie nasil the ae and to be 
printed. [No. 197,] ... 


AFRIca (No. 5, 1903).-—-Copy presented, of Return giving Dates of Purchise 
and prices ‘paid for Rails, Sleepers, Girders, Locomotives, Carriages, and 
Bridge Work obtained for the construction and working of the heinaagees 
Railway [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


TRADE OF BritTIsH PossEsstons.—Copy presented, of Statement of the Value 
of the Trade of the various British Colonies and Possessions with the United 
Kingdom, other British Possessions, and oe Countries during the year 
1901 {by Command] ; to lie upon the Table . , ad sen 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Mortor-CarR ACCIDENTS. i. Mr. Weir — and titi ; a 
Mr. Walter Long ven 


Speep oF Moror-Cars.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 
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THEFT OF PosTAL ORDERS FROM GLASGOW Post OFFICE.—Question, Sir J. 
Stirling-Maxwell (Glasgow, College) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... 


IMPROVED MAIL SERVICE TO LERWICK.-- Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney 
and Shetland) ;- Aasw er, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. ois it it 


EXCISE ADMINISTR ATION oF AssaM.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) ; Answer,,iord George Hamilton.. ae $ 


NATIVE LABOUR IN, THE TRANSVAAL MINES—APPOINTMENT OF RECRUITING 
AGENT. ane Sir en Gurdon — N. ys Answer, Lord 
Cranborne , os oii 


EBBW VALE WATER SuPpPpLY.—Question, Mr. Charles Morley (Brecknock) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long , ibe a sa nme ane “s 


GERMAN TARIFF FOR CANADIAN Goops.—-Question, Mr. Moon (St. Pancras, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Bonar Law ee i 


PROMOTION OF COLONIAL CoMMANDANTS.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... bis hea ; pas 


PORTHCAWL RIFLE RANGE.—Question, Mr. Fuller (Wiltshire, Westbury) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... oie sae = “s ia oA aM 


DEPORTATION OF PRISONERS CAPTURED IN SOMALILAND.——Question, Mr. 
Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ” 


GOVERNMENT Housinc Bitt —- DATE oF INTRODUCTION.—Question, Mr. 
Shackleton (Lancashire, Clitheroe) ; Apswer, Mr. A. J. Balfour Kak 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


21ST LANCERS. —Question, Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ‘ 


THE ACCIDENT ON THE “Goop Hope.”— Question, Sir William Allan (Gates- 
head); Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, 
Belfast, W.) ; se i ‘ es 


Water-Tuse BoiLers.—Question, Sir William Allan; Answer, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster ... asa - pie : aes ee 


InpIA—LorRD CuRzON’s VICEROYALTY.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Den- 
bighshire, W.); Answer, The Secretary of State for India va — 
Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) .. ot ‘ : 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT RUPEE Stock.—Question, Sir Edgar Vincent es 
Answer, Lord George Hamilton ; a he = 


British INDIAN SUBJECTS IN THE TRANSVAAL.—Question, Mr. Markham 
(Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton 


TRANSVAAL FRANCHISE—THE New UITLANDERS.—Question; Mr. Markham 
(Nottinghamshire, Mansfield); Answer, The spn of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) is ; 


GRIEVANCES OF BritisH INDIAN SUBJECTS IN THE TRANSVAAL.—Question, 
Mr. Markham ; Answer, Mr J. Chamberlain 2 ev 
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Tar Conco—CaseE or HerR RasBineEK.—Question, Mr. Emmott (Oldham) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary. of. State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cran- 
borne, Rochester) ies ‘ae ae er ‘as see des a 


BrussE_s Sucar CoMMission,—Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ; Answer, 
Jord Cranborne ae “i ida ‘ ion ie 


Seir-GOVERNING CoLONIzs AND THE BrussELs SucAR CoNVENTION.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Kegis) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 





REGISTRY OF SHIPPING AND SEAMEN—REMOVAL OF OFFICES.—Questions, Sir 
Fortescue Flannery (Yorkshire, Shipley) ; Answers, The Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Board of Trade (Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) ... 


Otiver CROMWELL’s Bust.—Question, Mr. Claude Hay ; Answer, Mr. Victor 
Cavendish , - as iat aad ; 


IrisH PRIMARY SCHOOLS AND THE EQuiVALENT GRANT.—Question, Mr. Doogan 
(t yrone, E.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, 
lover) ... ned ar na an ia he seid ka es 


Newry ORANGE DEMONSTRATION.—Questions, Mr. MacVeagh (Down, S.); 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham vos _ aed ve nee ins 


LOUGHBRICKLAND CO-OPERATIVE SoOcIETY AND THE Post Orricz —Question, 
Mr. MacVeagh ; Answer, The Postmaster-General (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, FE.) ... oe mh ie es ays mil Ene 


ComMERCIAL TREATY WITH GERMANY.—Questions, Mr. Edmund Robertson 
(Dundee) and Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar); Answers, 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.)... aie was er nits na oe es ard 


NEW BILL. 


Small Holdings Bill.—‘To amend the Small Holdings Act, 1892,” presented 
by Mr. Jesse Collings, supported by Mr. Walter Long, Mr. Goulding, 
Major Rasch, Mr. Carlile, and Sir Edwin Durning-Lawrence ; to be read 
a second time upon Thursday, 25th June, and to be printed. [Bill 241.] 


Finance Bill—{Seconp Reapine ].—Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate 
on Amendment to Question [9th June], “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Which Amendment was— 

* To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words ‘this House considers that the financial 
policy of His Majesty’s Government, in the remission of indirect 
taxation imposed only last year for purposes of a permanent character, 
involves a needless and injurious disturbance of trade and a serious 
loss to the Revenue, without substantial relief to the consumer ; and 
that, if any remission of indirect taxation is considered necessary by 
His Majesty’s Government, such remission ought to be made by a 
reduction of the Duties proposed to be levied on tea or other articles 
of general consumption.’ ’—( Mr. Chaplin.) 


Question again proposed, “That the words proposed to be !eft out stand 
part of the Question.” 
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Major Seely (Isle of Wight) : soe 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) i wis 
Mr. Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Fareham) 

Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rusheliffe) 

Sir J. Blundell Maple (Camberwell, —— 

Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) ee we 
Mr. Seely (Lincoln)... — pea 
Mr. Shackleton (Lancashire, Clitheroe) 

Sir Edgar Vincent (Exeter) : 

Mr. Griffith Boscawen (Kent, T unbridge)... 

Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, Ber wick) 

Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretford) 

Sir William Holland (Yorkshire, W.R., Rother! lam) 
Sir John Rolleston (Leicester) 

Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) 

Col. Lockwood (Essex, Epping) ... 

Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, Spalding) 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Debate 


this Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


Finance Bitt—[Seconp Reapinc.]|.—Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment to Question [9th June], ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
a second time "— 


Which Amendment was— 


“Fo leave out the word ‘ That,’ to the end 


order to add the words ‘this House considers that the financial policy 
of His Majesty’s Government, in the remission of indirect taxation 
imposed only last year for purposes of a permanent character involves 
a needless and injurious disturbance of trade and a serious loss to the 
Revenue, without substantial relief to the consumer ; and that, if any 
remission of indirect taxation is considered necessary by His Majesty’s 
Government, such remission ought to be made by a reduction of the 


Duties proposed to be levied on tea or other 
consumption.’ "—(Mr. Chaplin.) 


Question again proposed, “ That the words proposed 


part of the Question.” — 


Debate resumed. 


Mr. Mansfield es 

Mr. Duke (Plymouth) ? 

Mr. M‘Kenna (Monmouths shire, N. ) 

Mr, Malcolm (Suffolk, Stowmarket) 

Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye) a 

Sir Herbert Maxwell ( Wigtonshire) aoe 
Mr, Lloyd George (Carnarvon Boroughs)... 


The Prima Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. ae Balfour, 


Manchester, EB.) 
Sir H. Campbell Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 424; Noes, 28. (Division 










stood adjourned till 


of the Question, in 


articles of general 


to be left out stand 
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Main Question again proposed. 


Motion made, and Question, “ That the debate be now adjourned.”—({Mr. 
Joseph Walton.) 


Put, and agreed to. 
Debate to be resumed upon Friday. 


Adjourned at eighteen minutes after Twelve o’clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, lita JUNE, 1903. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 3 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have not been complied 
with :— 


Metropolitan District Railway (Various Powers). 


The same was ordered to lie on the Table 


NorTH METROPOLITAN ELecTRIC Power Supp_y.—Petition of the North 
Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Company under their common seal, 
praying for leave to introduce a Bill to empower the Urban District 
Council of Willesden to sell their generating station at Willesden to the 
North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Company ; to confer further 
powers upon that Company; and for other purposes; together with a 
copy of the saa Bill annexed thereto; read, and referred to the 
Examiners oe 


Derby Gas Bill [1.1 ‘dae with Amendments 


Kip’s Patents Bill [u.L.]; Pentillie Estate Bill [1.L. J; Lochnell Estate Bill 
[H.L. ].—Committed on on $s ee eee 


Exeter Corporation _ [H.L. }—Read hei and gto and sent to the 
Commons ; cee , ' — ea 


Local Gov-rnment (Transfer of Powers) Bill: Local Government (Ireland) 
Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 8) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill ; 
Naval Works Provisional Order Bill ; Forth Nav nie Order Confirmation 
Bill.—Brought from the Commons _... : 


Middlesbrough Corporation Bill; Lanarkshire and Dumbartonshire Rail- 
way Bill; South Yorkshire Joint Railways Bill ; Blackheath and Greenwich 
District Electric Light Bill ; Wolverhampton and Cannock Chase Railway 
(Extension of Time) Bill ; Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Bill ; 
Great Southern and Western Railway Bill; Midland Great Western Rail- 
way of Ireland Bill; Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda Railway Bill.— 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; and referred to the Examiners 


Plymouth Corporation Bill; Woolwich Borough Council Bill ; Beckenham 
Urban District Council Bill ; Great Northern, Piccadilly and Brompton 
Railway (Various Powers) Bill; Great Western Railway Bill; Grindleford, 
Baslow, and Bakewell Railway Bill ; Hainault Forest Bill ; London County 
Council (Money) Bill; Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynaman Railway Bill ; 
North-Eastern Railway Bill; Romford and District Tramways Bill ; Wood 
Green Urban District Council Bill.— Brought from the Commons ; read 1 ; 
and referred to the Examiners : ae ‘ ni 
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Faversham Gas Bill [u.t.]; North’s Navigation Collieries Bill [H.L.]; Life 
Association of Scotland ill (1H. L.]; Pelican and British Empire Life Office 
Bill [#.L.]; Lima Railways Bill [H.L.]; Exeter Railway Bill [H.L.]; All 
Saints Poplar (Rate — ill - L. }-—Returned from the Commons 
agreed to - Re ' and vee site 


London Hydraulic Power Bill. Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendment agreed to.. oa 


Sutton District Water Bill; Bridgwater Gas Bill ; East Ardsley Gas Bill.— 
Returned from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to... - 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [H.L. }.—Report from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That the Five Lords appointed a Select Committee on 
the Mid Yorkshire Tramways Bill [H.L.] and other Bills, do form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the Tramways Orders Confirmation 
(No. 2) Bill [#.1.] , _ ee i 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [u.L.;; Gas Orders Confirmation 
(No. 2) Bill [H.L.]; Water Orders Confirmation Bill - L.|.—Committed to 
a Committee of t e Whole House R = oa re 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [4.t.]; Tramways Orders 
Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [H.L.]; Gas and Water Or ers Confirmation Bill 
[H.L. ——- The Committees to be — ve the Committee of 
Selection : os 0s 


PETITIONS. 


Lanp Recisters (SCOTLAND) BILL [H.L.].—Petition against ; of the Faculty of 
Procurators in Glasgow ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table va 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CoLLeGE CHARTER ACT, 1871.—Papers respecting: Laid before the House on 
the 26th of May last, to be printed, (No. 96.) hie inns 


EMIGRATION AND IMMIGRATION.—The Order made on the 26th of ~~ last for 
printing return respecting discharged.. _ me ‘ om 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the following papers, having 
been commanded to be presented to this House by His Majesty, had been 
so presented on the following dates by delivery to the Clerk of the 
Parliaments, pursuant to Standing Order No. CXL., viz.— 


BoarD OF AGRICULTURE (AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS, 1902).—Report on the 
agricultural returns relating to acreage and produce of crops and number of 
live stock in Great Britain; with summaries for the United Kingdom, 
British Possessions, and Foreign Countries, and a of hain imports 
and exports of agricultural produce a ‘a in Mie 


Boarp or Epucation. 
I. Associations constituted under the Voluntary Schools Act, 1897. 
II. Associated schools and amounts of aid grant paid. 
III. Unassociated schools and amounts of aid grant paid, 1902-1903 


Txape.—Annual statement of the trade of the United Kingdom with Foreign 
Countries and British Possessions, 1902 eae with the four preceding 
years. Volume II. aa 5 si aes g ‘8 
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CoMMERCIAL No. 4 (1903).—Suez Canal: Returns of Shipping and ca 
1900, 1901, 1902. (In continuation of Commercial No. 2 (1902.) 


EpucaTIONn (SCOTLAND).—Minute of the Committee of Council on Education in 
Scotland, dated 28th May 1903, providing for the distribution of the 
General Aid Grant (with explanatory memorandum) “ 


GENERAL Post Orrice.—Parcel Post > with detailed sapien 
between Great Britain and the Netherlands . oe one * 


PusLic Recorps —Sixty-fourth Annual aes of the hitaiaiad a of the 
public records bad Ae gs 


EXxPLosives Act, 1875.—Twenty-seventh Annual Report of His Majesty’s 
Inspector of Explosiv es, being their annual report for the year 1902 : 


COLONIES (MISCELLANEOUS).—Papers relating to the investigation of malaria 
and other = diseases, and the establishment of schools of tropical 
medicine.. ao a ve + 


TREATY SERIES, No. 8 (1903).—-Protocol between the United Kingdom and 
the United States of Venezuela, relating to the settlement of British claims 
and other matters ; signed at Washington, 13th February, 1903 ; together 
with agreements for the reference of certain questions to the Permanent 
Court of Arbitration at the Hague, and for the decision of other claims by 
a mixed Commission ; signed at Washington, 7th May 1903 : 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—No. 2987. Turkey (Bussorah) ; No. 2988. 
California, Nevada, Utah, and Arizona; No. 2989. Germany (Prussian 
Estimates) ; No. 2990. Ruumania , ; ee pas 


AGRICULTURAL STaTisTicS (IRELAND).—Agricultural Statistics of Ireland ; 
with detailed report for the year 1902 — ose ane a 


ConGesTeD Districts BoaRD (IRELAND).—Report of the Board, for the year 
ended 31st March, 1903 me oa eas er as ee wad 


NATIONAL PorTRAIT GALLERY.—Forty-sixth Annual Report of the Trustees of 
the National Portrait Gallery, 1902-1903 pe vo ‘a ‘ns 


SoutH AFrica.—Draft Customs Union Convention agreed to by representatives 
of the British Colonies and Territories in South Africa at a Conference at 
Bloemfontein in March, 1903 . aoe om 


DuBLIN METROPOLITAN POLIcE.—Statistical Tables for the year 1902 


STRIKES AND LocK-ouTs, BOARD OF TRADE (LABOUR DEPARTMENT).—Report 
on the strikes and lock-outs in the United sae sibed in 1902, and on 
Conciliation and Arbitration Boards ... ie a a st te 


TRIstTAN DA CuNHA.—Further correspondence: relating to the Island of Tristan 
da Cunha. (In continuation of [Cd. 8357], February 1897.) ae 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table. 
Arrica, No. 5 (1903).—Return giving dates of purchase and prices paid for 


rails, sleepers, girders, locomotives, carriages, and bridge work obtained for 
the construction and working of the Uganda Railway “es 
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TRADE OF BRITISH PossEssIONs.—Statement of the value of the Trade of the 
various British Colonies and Possessions with the United Kingdom, other 
British Possessions, and Foreign Countries during the year 1901 ... ... 593 

TRADE Rerorts—I. MISCELLANEOUS SERIES. 

No. 592. Italy (Municipalisation of Bakeries of Catania) 594 
Il. ANNUAL SERIES. 

No. 2991. Greece (Pirzus). 

No. 2992. Spain (Cadiz). 

No. 2993. France (Réunion)... “i — ei _ ... 593 

EDUCATION (SCOTLAND).—Thirtieth Annual Report by the Accountant for 
Scotland to the Scotch Education Department ‘ie “se ae -- 594 

FISHERIES (SCOTLAND).—Twenty-first Annual Report of the Fishery Board for 
Scotland, being for the year 1902. Part III. Scientific Investigations ... 594 

InpDIA (CORONATION OF His Masesty Kina Epwarp VII.)—Account of the 
Durbar held at Delhi, 1st January, 1903. 

Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table ... des oe 504 

INERRIATES ACT, 1898, PrisoNs (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1877, AND SECRETARY FOR 
ScoTLAND Acts, 1885-1899.—Rule made by the Secretary for Scotland 
as to the appointment of a Visiting Committee to the State Inebriate Refor- 
matory at Perth 594 

PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) AcT, 1899. — Report by the 
Chairman of Committees of the House of Lords and the Chairman of W. - 
and Means in the House of Commons wild si as ; .. 594 

VicroriA.—The Constitution Act, 1903 ... ya es ou oid .2 ©5994 

[NTERMEDIATE EpucaTioN (IRELAND).—Rule made by the Intermediate Edu- 
cation Board for Ireland sini the places at which the Examinations 
shall be held in 1903... “a ee ne wh wan a -- 594 

IrtsH LAND COMMISSION -” LES). Cigaans dated 18th May, 1903, as to Assistant 
Commissioners ... : ns i oo : iad ... 594 

‘Lonpon County Councu..—R turns relating to the Council. 
I. Return showing, up to 3lst March, 1903 ... oo i mn . 594 ) 
The amount of Consolidated Stock. 
The application of the money raised by such stock. 
The sums carried to the Consolidated Loans Fund. 
The application of the Consolidated Loans Fund. 
An estimate of the expenditure of the Council for all purposes, for the 
year ending 31st March, 1904. 
II. Return showing, up to the 31st March, 1903. 
All moneys raised by the Metropolitan Board of Works and the 
Council since the passing of the Act for the purposes mentioned 
in the Act. 
Particulars in relation to every parish, district, union, or place in 
respect whereof a loan has been obtained from the Metropolitan 
Board of Works or the Council since the passing of the Act ... 594 
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IMPERIAL INSTITUTE.—Treasury Minute, dated 26th May, 1903, directing that 
the “ Imperial Institute Account ” shall be audited by the Comptroller a and 
Auditor-General ais 


SUPERANNUATION (PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS). 


I. Treasury Minute, dated 15th May, 1903, declaring that professional 
or other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to ‘be acquired on the public 
service are required for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of — 

Deputy Master and Controller of the Royal Mint ; Third Assistant to 
the Chief Crown Solicitor for Ireland. 


II. Treasury Minutes, dated 13th May, 1903, declaring that Joseph 
Woolveston, Royal Laboratory, War Office ;. dated 8th June, 1903, declaring 
that Alfred Robinson, artificer, Royal Small Arms Factory, Enfield, were 
appointed without Civil Service certificates through inadvertence on the 
part of the head of their Departments ny yor por oA 


ALKALI, ETC., WoRKS REGULATION AcT, 1881 AND 1892. —Thirty-ninth Annual 
Report on Alkali, etc., Works, by the Chief Inspector ; Proceedings during 
the year 1902, presented to the Local Government Board and to the 
Secretary for Scotland ... ina adi ae _ ea soe sas 


PoLttinc Districts (CouNTY OF SurrEY). — Order made by the County 
Council of the county of Surrey ordering that a second polling — be 
provided for the parish of Godstone at Blindley Heath a 


LocaL Loans Funp (Accounts, 1901-1902).—Accounts of receipts and pay- 
ments by the Commissioners for the Reduction of the National Debt in 
respect of the capital and income of the Local Loans Fund, for the year 
ended 31st March, 1902, together with the R mega of the Comptroller ‘and 
Auditor-General thereon oa eo 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889.—Minute by the Board of Education sanc- 
tioning the subjects to be taught under Clause 8 of the Technical Instruction 
Act, 1889, for the county of Glamorgan eee _— ‘ ie wh 


ARKLow Harsour.—Report of the Arklow Harbour Commissioners and state- 
ment of accounts for 1902. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


« MEDWAY CONSERVANCY.—Statement of receipts and expenditures of the Con- 
servators, for the year ended 25th March, 1902. Delivered (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table... poe wa vo "2 


MUNICIPAL TRADING.—Message from the Commons that they have appointed a 
Committee, to consist of seven Members, to join with a Committee of this 
House, to consider and report as to the principles which should govern 
powers given by Bills and Provisional Orders to municip3! and other local 
authorities for industrial enterprise within or without the area of their 
jurisdiction, and to request that this House appoint an equal number of 
Lords to be joined with the Members of their House ine io ; 


Port oF LonpoN Bitt.—Message from the Commons that they have committed 
the Port of London Bill to a Select Committee of five Members to join 
with a Committee of this House, and to request that this House appoint an 
equal number of Lords to be joined with the Members of their House 
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THE SERVIAN REVOLUTION. 


Earl Speneer 
The Secretary of State Sor Foreign A fair $ (The Marquess ‘of Lansdow ne)... 


County Councils (Bills in Parliament) Bill.—[Seconp Reapinc.}|—Order 


of the Day for the Second Reading Read. 
Lord Kenyon 

Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*.—(Lord Kenyon.) 
The Earl of Wemyss a eee 


Amendment moved— 


“To leave out all the words after ‘That’ for the purpose of inserting 
the following words, viz., ‘in view of the appointment of a Select Com- 
mittee of both Houses of Parliament “ to consider and report as to the 
principles which should govern powers given by Bills and Provisional 
Orders to municipal and other local authorities for industrial enterprise 
within or without the area of their jurisdiction,” this House is of 
opinion that pending the Report of such Committee, no Bills of the 
character of the County Councils Bills or Borough Funds Bill, which 
would empower the spending of the ratepayers’ money in promoting 
and opposing Bills in Parliament without having first obtained the 
ratepayers’ assent to such yy should be considered by this 
House.’ ”—(The Lord Wemyss, E. Wemyss.) 


The Secretary for Scotland — — of Burle igh) 
Lord Belper é 

The Marquess of Ripon 

Lord Avebury 


On Question, whether the words proposed shail stand part of the Motion, 
resolved in the affirmative: Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed to 
a Committee of the Whole House on Tuesday next. 


Borough Funds Bill.—[{Seconp Reapinc].—Order of the Day for the Second 


Reading read. 
Lord Kenyon 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*.—(Lord Kenyon.) 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... 

The Earl of Camperdown ... 

Lord Avebury nine 
Amendment moved— 


“To leave out the word ‘now’ in order to add at the end of the 
Motion ‘ this day six months.’ ”—(Lord Avebury.) 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh . sine ae 
Lord Avebury std ox we a ae 


On Question, “ Whether the word proposed to be left out shall stand part 
of the Motion.” 


Their Lordships divided :—Contents, 57 ; Not-contents, 17. 


Bill read 2* accordingly, and aandae to a , Committee of the Whole 
House on Tuesday next. 
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THE NEw FISHERIES BoARD. 


Lord Heneage : 
The President of the Board of Agr riculture (Ti he Earl of Onslow) 


Prevention of Cruelty to Children (Amendment) Bill [H.v. ].—Amend- 


ments asian sania to deena and Bill to be read 3* on Monday 


next 


Union of Benefices Act, 1860, Amendment Bill [H.1.]—Amendment 
reported (according to Order), and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next 


Polling Districts (County Councils) Bill [1.1.1—Amendment reported 
(according to Order), and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next as 


Polling Arrangements (Parliamentary Boroughs) Bill [H.L.]—Amend- 
ment reported (according to Order), and Bil! to be read 3* on Monday next 


Local Government send « es = —Read ei, and to be 
printed. (No. 97.) oss 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill (No. 98) ; 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill (No. 99); 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill. (No. 100); 
Naval Works Provisional Order Bill. (No. 101).—Read 1*; to be ener 
and referred to the Examiners ne 2 


Forth Navigation Order Confirmation Bill.— Read 1*; to be printed, and 
(pursuant to the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899), 
deemed to have been read 2* ( The Lord —_— and — from the 
Committee. (No. 102) 


Board of Agriculture and Fisheries Bill [H.1.].—A Bill to transfer to the 
Board of Agriculture powers and duties relating to the industry of fishing, 
and to amend the Board of Agriculture Act, 1889—Was presented by the 
Earl of Onslow ; read 1*; to be printed; and to be read 2* on Monday 
next. (No. 103) on ve won wed es ions si oe 


House adjourned at Six o'clock, till To-morrow, a quarter past 
Four o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 11TH June, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


INOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private BiLis [Lorps]. (STANDING ORDERS Not PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CompLieD WiTH.)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :— 

London and North Western Railway Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time _.... -- 


Beckenham Urban District Council Bill.—Read the third time, and aces 


Cleveland and Durham County Electric poe _ rane —Read the 
third time, and passed, with an Amendment.. 
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Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway (Various pn 
Bill (King’s Consent signified).—Read the third time, and passed 


~Great Western Railway Bill (King’s Consent and Prince of Wales’ Consent 
signified).—Read the ‘hind time and passed .. ¥s 


Grindleford,  Pesee sone ener uated eal —Read the third time, 
- and passed es 


Hainault Forest Bill (ings Consent omens —Read the third time, and 
passed 


India Rubber, Gutta Percha, and Telegraph Works Company - 
|Lorps].—Read the third time, and passed with Amendments 


London County Council (Money) Bill.—Read the third time, and passed ... 
“Milford Docks oa inane —Read the third time, and eer with Amend- 


ments 


‘Neath, Pontardawe, -— ee meey Bill.—Read the third — 
and passed . . ods 


North Eastern pol Bill mes wane geen. —Read the 


third time, and passed .. 
Romford and District Tramways Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 


South Wales Mineral Railway Bill emied —Read the third sean and 
passed, without Amendment ... 


“Staffordshire and Worcestershire Canal Bill [Lorps]; Wellington (Salop) 
Gas Bill [Lords].—Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments 


Wood eee ae sateen ome wa. —Read the third time, and 
passe . e 


’ Bristol, London, and Southern Counties Railway Bill. —Reported | Pre- 
amble not proved] ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed “ 


Electric Lighting (London) Bill [Lorps].—Ordered, That the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills do examine the Electric Lighting (London) 
Bill a respect to compliance with the Standing Orders relative 
to Private Bills.—(M/r. Elliot.)... im oe _ ee os 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs —That they have agreed to Amendments to Ply- 
mouth and Stonehouse Gas Bill | Lords], without Amendment we 


PETITIONS. 


Cuurcy Disciuine Bit. — Petition from Beckenham, caged to lie upon the 
Table as awe ie oo “ne . ‘ yes sine 


ELectric LIGHTING Act, 1882, AND ELECTRIC Licutina (SCOTLAND) ACT, 
1890.—Petition from Haddington, for alteration of law; to lie upon the 
Table i ie pes ott 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL.—Petition from livin (6 ie), against ; to 
lie upon the Table oe os * ‘ 
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1 Haddington, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table ... He ve 
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from Camberwell ; and School Board for London ; to lie upon the Table ... 


LocAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from Haddington, against ; 
to lie upon the Table ee ee if se Sus 


LocaAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) BiLt.—Petitions for alteration: from Had- 
dington ; and Scottish Home Timber Merchants’ Association ; to lie upon 
the Table ae ve ; 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’s SISTER BiLtu.—Petition from Becken- 
ham, against ; to lie upon the Table ... 


PARISH COUNCILS AND BuRIAL AUTHORITIES (SCOTLAND) (REPAYMENT OF 
Loans).—-Petition from Haddington, for alteration of law ; to lie upon the 
Table be.» io aa tae cate ie nad ed pee 


Port or Lonpon BiLt.—Petitions against (praying to be heard by Counsel) : 
From General Shipowners Society, London ; Council of the Metropolitan 
Borough of Bermondsey ; Commercial Gas Company; Timber Trade 
Federation of the United Kingdom (London Section) and others ; London 
Chamber of Commerce ; Pilots on the River Thames; Master Lightermen 
and Barge-owners, Wharfingers, Coal Merchants, and Granary Keepers on 
the River Thames; Midland Railway Company ; London, Tilbury, and 
Southend Railway Company ; Hertfordshire County Council ; Gas Light 
and Coke Company ; Berkshire County Council; Holders of Debenture 

; Stock of the Surrey Commercial Dock Company ; Corporation of London ; 

Surrey Commercial Dock Company ; Poplar Borough Council ; London 

Trades Council ; London Grain Elevator Company, Limited ; Mayor, “Alder- 

men, and Citizens of the City of Rochester; and Mayor, Aldermen, and 

Burgesses of the wei _—— of West Ham; referred to the Select 

Committee on the Bill . ; ‘ 


PREVENTION OF CorruPTION BILL.—Petitions in favour: From Ynysybwl ; 
Dundee ; and Saltash ; to lie upon the Table sn pe a 


Pustic Houses (Hours or CLosine) (ScoTLAND) Bitt.—Petition from Glas- 
gow, in favour ; to lie upon the Table oe de ; HE 


Pustic Liprarigs.—Petition from a. Rentngon: 8 for alteration of law ; to lie 
upon the Table .. we a ott ow os ” 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


L ante 18 COTTAGES — —Return iipainsouparies 10th J tin to be Sogou 
0. 198] - 


LuNATIC ASYLUMS semana —Return -aaames 10th ama to be daa 
[No. 199] , 


FisHERY BoarD (SCOTLAND).—Copy of Twenty first Annual Report of the 
Fishery Board for Scotland, being for the year 1902. Part ILI. Scientific 
Investigations [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table on a 


East INDIA (CORONATION OF His MAJESTY).—Copy presented, of Account of 
the Durbar held at Delhi on the lst January, 1903, in celebration of the 
Coronation of His apace ~— Edward VII. T [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table @ snes die 


TECHNICAL EDUCATION (APPLICATION OF FUNDS BY LOCAL AUTHORITIES).— 
Return presented, relative thereto — 28th July, 1902—Sir John 
Gorst] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 200.] ne 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated &th 
June, 1903, declaring that Alhed Robinson, Artificer, Royal Small Arms 
Factory, Enfield, was appointed without a Civil Service Certificate, through 
inadvertence on the apa of the Head of his nen Lby atic to lie 
upon the Table .. ra od 


SINKING Funps.—Account presented, of the Commissioners for the Reduction 
of the National Debt, showing the amount received and applied in the year 
ended 31st March, 1903, in respect of the Old and New Sinking Funds [by 
Act}; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 201.] ‘ 


ARKLOW Harsour.—Copy presented, of Report of the Arklow Harbour Com- 
missioners and Statement of Accounts for 1902 2 [by tiie to lie tit the 
Table és : aoe 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL ORDERS (NO. 1) Britt [Lorps].—Return pre- 
sented, relative thereto [ordered 8th June—Mr. Benar Law]; to lie i 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 202. ] ‘ at 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) Bitt.—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 8th June—Mr. Eonar Law] ; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 203.] a ie aes én nes 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL ORDERS (NO. 3) BrLit.—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 8th June—Mr. Lonur — to lie —" the om 
and to be print [No. 204. ] ame 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) Bitt.—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 8th June—Mr. bonar linge: to lie —" the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 205.] 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 5) BiLt.—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 8th June—Mr. Bonar sai to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 206.] ia a oni bs one 


PIER AND HARBOUR PRovisIONAL OrDERS (No. 6) BiLL.—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 8th June—Mr. Bonar leis to lie ies apap the wn 
and to be printed. [No. 207.] oe 
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HarwicH Harsour.—Copy presented, of Abstract of the Accounts of the 
Receipts and Expenditure of the Harwich Harbour Conservancy Board 
from the time of their incorporation down to and inclusive of the 31st 
March, 1903, ete. [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
{No. 208.] ds a in ns pe oe oss ie “ 


TRAVE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2991 to 2993 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table , ae one ose ose ose eee vas 


TRADE Reports (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES).—-Copy presented, of Diplomatic 
and Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 592 [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table ‘ai at one one ose poe fan 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKS, 1902.—Returns ordered, “(1) from each Savings 
Bank in England and Wales, Scotland, Ireland, and the Channel Islands, 
containing, in columns, the names of the officers, their respective salaries, 
and other allowances, if any ; the amount of security each gives ; the annual 
expenses of management, inclusive of all payments and salaries, for the year 
ended the 20th day of November, 1902; the rate per centum per annum 
on the capital of the Bank for the expenses of management ; the rate of 
interest paid to Depositors on the various amounts of deposit, and the 
average rate of interest on all accounts ; the number of accounts remaining 
open ; the total amount owing to Depositors; the total amount invested 
with the Commissioners for the Reduction of the National Debt; the 
balance in the hands of the Treasurer at the 20th day of November, 1902; 
the total amount of the separate Surplus Fund on the 20th day of 
November, 1902 ; other assets, including estimated value of Bank premises, 
furniture, etc. ; the total assets; the total amount of Government Stock 
standing to the credit of Depositors ; the number and amount of annuities 
granted ; and the average cost of each transaction ; also the year in which 
business commenced in each Bank, and the name of the day or days, and 
the number of hours in the week, on which the Banks are open for the 
deposit and withdrawal of moneys ; including in such Return a list of all 
such Savings Banks as, under the provisions of the Act 26 Vic. c. 14, or 
otherwise, have been closed and have transferred their funds, or any part 
thereof, to the Post Office Savings Banks ; showing, in each case, the number 
of such Banks, as well as the number and amount of Depositors’ accounts 
so transferred, and the amount of compensation, if any, made to all or any 
of the officers of such Banks respectively ; and showing also the years in 
which such Banks were respectively opened and closed, and the number 
and amount of their Depositors’ balances, and the number of days and hours 
in each week on which the same Banks were open for public business at the 
close of the year next preceding the date of such closing ; distinguishing 
the same, as in the Return, for each separate county, as wellas collectively, 
for England and Wales, Scotland, Ireland, and the Channel Islands, and for 
the United Kingdom: and (2) for the year ending the 20th day of 
November, 1902, showing the total number of Depositors in Trustee Savings 
Banks ; the total number of deposits ; the average amount of each deposit 
account : the average sums paid in and drawn out; the total number 
of persons who have deposited in single sums the entire amount allowed to 
be deposited during the year (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 


No. 267, of Session 1902).”—(Mr. Mfount.) ... ee oa ; 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Lanp ReveNnuk oF INp1A.—Questions, Mr. Weir; Answers, Lord George 
Hamilton ee " ake sas ada ‘ied sas ree He 


INTERCOMMUNICATION BETWEEN PASSENGERS AND GUARDS ON INDIAN 
RaILWAYS.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton 
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Stratford-upon-Avon) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie 631 
SwINE FEVER IN EsseEx.-—Question, Mr. Round ate ——— wens Mr. 
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{ Bill 242.) 


Suppiy [12TH ALLoTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. } 
CiviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903-04—C ass II. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That a sum, not erceeding 
£136,907, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1904, for the salaries and 
expenses of the Local Government Board.” 
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SPEED OF Motor Cars. 
Mr. Catheart Wason (Orkney and Shetland) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Item A (Salaries) be reduced 
by £100, in respect of the Salary of the President of the Board.”— 
(Mr. Cathcart Wasor: -) 


Mr. Harwood (Bolton) ius 

Mr. Scott Montagu (Hampshire, New Forest) i a 
Sir H. Meysey-Thompson (Staffordshire, Handsworth) bon 
Mr. Nussey (Pontefract)... : “en 
Sir Frederick Banbury (Camber well, 1, Peckham) 

Mr. Seely (Lincoln) , ‘ ne 

Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) . 

Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavisto A)... 


And, it being half-past Seven of the Clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
SuppLy [12TH ALLoTreD Day}. 
Considered in Committee :— 
(In the Committee. ) 
[Mr, J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903-—4.—CLAss IT. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£136,907, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defr: Ly ‘the Charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, for the Salaries and Ex- 
penses of the Local Government Board.” 


Whereupon Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Item A (Salaries) 
be reduced by £100, in respect of the Salary of the President of the 
Board.” —(Mr. Catheart Muson.) 


Mr. Spear ... 

Mr. Soares (De vonshire, Barnstaple) 

Mr. Pike Pease (Darlington) 

Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N. ) oes 
General Laurie (Pembroke and Haverfordwest) 
Mr. Theodore Taylor (Lancashire, ere 
Mr. Bull (Hammersmith) ... 

Mr. Cawley (Lancashire, Prestwie h) 

Mr. Murray (Coventru) —... 

Mr. Charles Allen (Gloucester shire, ‘Str oud) 
Mr. Fitzroy (Northamptonshire, S.) 

Mr. Louis Sinclair (Essex, Romford) 

Mr. Cullinan (Tipperary, 8.) ne 

Mr. Walter Long va end 

Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question again proposed. 
VOL. CXXIIT. [Fourtu Skriks.] e 
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Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ... ba ‘in ee << oe 
Mr. Partington sai sciatie, High Paul)... ” os ies es 
Mr. Soares ... “ ie as ~ a a 
Mr. Spear ... . “ ives oe ... 730 
Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, BE.) .. ae a gos a ... 730 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Item A (Salaries) be reduced 
by £100, in respect of the Salary of the President of the Board.”—- 
(Sir Edward Strachey). 


Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, WL, Keighley) oe oe - ‘i sco | ete 
Mr. Walter Long ... a ah ae AS wax Te 
Mr. Philipps ( (Pembrokeshire) es pe oye ee ae .. 736 
Mr. Keurley sin aes wan wae ‘Xe = mete <5 oe 


Question put. 
The Committee divided: Ayes, 35; Noes, 91. (Division List No. 117.) 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


And it being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report 
to the House. 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again upon 
Monday next. 


Pusiic OFFICES (DUBLIN) [ADVANCEs].-—Order read for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [9th June], “That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the Resolution, ‘That it is expedient to authorise the issue, 
out of the Consolidated Fund of such sums, not exceeding in the whole 
£225,000, as may be required for the purposes of any Act of the present 
session for the acquisition of certain land in Dubiin, and for the erection 
and equipment of a Royal College of Science and other buildings for the 
public service, and to authorise the Treasury for the purpose of providing 
for the issue and repayment of such sums to borrow money by means of 
Terminable Annuities for a period not exceeding thirty years, such 
annuities to be paid out of moneys to be provided by Parliament for the 
Service of the Commissioners, and if those moneys are insufficient out of 
the Consolidated Fund.’” 


Question again proposed. 
Debate resumed. 


Question put, and agreed to ... ss ~~ site oi ivi - 739 


Prevention of Disease tan vated — —Order for Second Reading read 
and discharged ... ‘ ns 









Bill Withdrawn. 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
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Scottish Central Electric Power Bill [u..].—Presented, and read 1* 


Scottish Ontario and Manitoba Land Company “= (ep -Presented ; 


Gas Light and ao eeeaadh Bill; hess Court Gas Bill.—Read * 





Coventry Electric Tramways Bill.— Read 2", and committed 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 12TH JUNE, 1903. 
EARLDOM OF NorFoLK.—Petition of Henry Duke of Norfolk that he may be 
permitted to withdraw the case, propositions, and pedigree already lodged 
by him, and to lodge in lieu thereof a revised print of such case, iv oposi- 
tions, and pedigree ; read, and ordered as preyed sie ‘ es 


THE Lorp CRANWORTH.—Sat first in Parliament after the death of his father... 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR a quainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 


ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that 
the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been 
complied with: Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply ; Cheshire Lines 
Commit ee ; Highland and Invergarry and Fort Augustus Railway Com- 
panies ; Fishguard and Rosslare Bow and Harbours; Midland and 
Belfast and Northern Counties Railways; Wellingborough and District 
Tramroads ; Seaforth and Sefton Junction Railway ; Watford and Edgware 
Railway ; London County Council (Tramways and Improvements) ; East 
Ham Improvement ; West Cumberland Electric Tramways. 


Also the Certificates that the Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with: Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 5); Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) ; 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4); Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of the Working Classes). 


Also the Certificate that no Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills : Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6). 


Also the Certificate that the further Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bill have not been complied with: London, Tilbury, and 
Southend Railway. 


And also the Certificates that the Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have been complied with: Scottish Central Electric 
Power; Scottish Ontario and Manitoba Land Company, Limited ; 
Hutcheson’s Hospital and Hutcheson’s Educational Trust. 
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The same were ordered to lie on the Table ... ee bbe ia cs TA 


read l* ; and referred to the Examiners 


Ebbw Vale Water and Improvement Bill; Crystal Palace District Gas 


Bill ; Leigh Corporation Bill.—Read 2*, and ‘committed: The Committees 
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Lancashire and Yorkshire and London and North-Western Railways 


(Steam Vessels) Bill.— Read 2*, and committed : The Committee to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection sie A Ao ae 
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Hastings Harbour District eatin Bill a L. ‘} —Read 3*, and passed, and 
sent to the Commons ... ule on me wie 


Burgess Hill and St. John’s Common Gas Bill; Scarborough Gas Bill; 
Sittingbourne District Gas Bill.—Read 3*, and passed ‘ sais ee 


Rochester cugpenetiee Tramways and Improvement Bill [u.L.| ; North- 
Western Electricity and Power Gas Bill [H.L.]; Notting amshire and 
Derbyshire Tramways Bill [H. ~~ Fife Blecinie Power Bill [.L.] ; Liver- 
pool ew Bill [H.L.].—Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons ‘ sis ids i me sed we 


Barry wart | Bill [u.L.]; Didcot, Newbury, and Southampton Railway Bill 
iy ; Taff Vale Railway Bill [u.1.]; Willesden Urban District Connell 

ill [rut ]; Scottish American Mortgage Company, Limited, Bill — }.-- 
Read 3°, and passed, and sent to the Commons ‘ sank 


Midland Railway Bill.—Read 3*, with the Amendments ; further Amend- 


ments made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons 


Winchester Water and Gas Bill.—Read 3°, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons mn ide ae sas sl 


South Wales ceneees setae Bill . }- —Returned from the Commons 
agreed to os me ten - or 


Cleveland and Durham County Electric Power Bill [H.L.}.—Returned 
from the Commons agreed to, with an Amendment. The said Amendment 


considered, and agreed to 


Indiarubber, Cetenerme. and Telegraph Works Company Bill [1.1.] ; 
Milford Docks Bill [H.L. ].—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with 
Amendments ; the said Amendments considered, and agreed to i 


Staffordshire and Worcestershire Canal Bill [1.L.]; Wellington (Salop) 
Gas Bill [n.L.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amend- 
ments ‘ “0 ose . eee eee aes ‘ 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill; Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Order (No. 2) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 4) Bill. —House in Committee (according to Order); Bills 
reported without se cuca Standing Committee negatived ; and Bills 
to be read 3* on Monday next.. 


North British Railway (General Powers) Order Confirmation Bill 
[H.L.].—Read 3* (according to Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons 


Lanarkshire and Ayrshire Railway Order enemeanans —_ —Read 3* 
(according to Order), and passed es <a “3 


St. Luke’s Church and Parish Quoad Sacra Edinburgh Order 
Confirmation Bill [1.1.].—Read 3* arene to nnn and pu and 
sent to the Commons 


Dundee Royal Lunatic Asylum Orders Sounation = —Read 3* 
(according to Order), and passed eos 
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PETITION, 


LAND RkGISTERS SCOTLAND BILL [H.1..]—Petition against ; of Procurators of 
Dumfriesshire ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table nn m 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


No. 2994. Denmark. 
No. 2995. Corea. 


CoLoNtIES (ANNUAL).—No. 386. Falkland Islands : Report for 1902. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


Harwicu HArsour.—Abstract of the accounts of the receipts and expenditure 
of the Harwich Harbour Conservancy Board from the time of their 
incorporation down to and inclusive of the 31st March, 1903. Laid before 
the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table ; 


A QUESTION OF PRECEDENT. 


The Eurl of Wemyss 
The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Bur leigh) 


MUNICIPAL TRADING. 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... 


Moved, That the Lords following be named of the Committee to join with 
a Committee of the House of Commons on Municipal Trading, viz. :— 
KE. Crewe, L. Zouche, L. Barnard, L. Brougham and Vaux, L. 
Aberdare, L. Lamington, L. Rothschild.—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh, 
for The Duke of Devonshire.) 


The Chairman of Committees (The Earl ot Morley) 
On Question, Motion agreed to. 


Ordered, That such Committee have power to agree with the 
Committee of the Hovse of Commons in the appointment of a Chairman. 

Then a Message was ordered to be sent to the House of Commons in 
answer to their said Message to inform them of the appointment of the 
said Committee by the House, and to propose that the Joint Committee do 
meet in Committee Room B, on Monday next at Three o’clock. 


Port or Lonpon Bitt.—Moved, That the Lords following be named of the 
Committee to join with a Committee of the House of Commons, viz. :— 
V. Cross, L. Wolverton, L. Brassey, L. Hawkesbury, L. Ludlow.—({Lord 
Baifour of Burleigh, for The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


Ordered, That such Committee have power to agree with the 
Committee of the House of Commons in the appointment of a Chairman. 


Then a Message was ordered to be sent to the House of Commons in 
answer to their said Message to inform them of the appointment of the 
said Committee by this House, and to propose that the Joint Committee do 
meet in Committee Room A, on Thursday next at half-past Two o'clock. . 
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REDEMPTION AND PURCHASE OF QuIT AND CROWN RENTS IN IRELAND. 
Lord Castletown ... ie pa ae oii eas dae suc Ot 


Moved, for a Return showing all sums received for the redemption and 
purchase of quit and Crown rents in Ireland since 1897, and how the 
capital sum has been disposed of.—( Lord Castletown.) 


Earl of Denbigh ... im Bie re a Bie es ‘siren 
Earl Spencer es ae be me wits a aio -.« 749 


Motion (by leave of the House) withdrawn. 


LoNDon County Councit’s EXPENDITURE IN PROMOTING AND OPPOSING 
BILLS IN PARLIAMENT.— 


Earl of Camperdown me ais te a bie ie ows COO 
Moved, For a Return, in the following form, of all expenses incurred by 


the London County Council (A.) promoting and (B.) opposing Bills 
in Parliament in each session up to and including that for the year 




















1902 :— 
A. 
Amount expended by 
| the Council in promoting 
as ’ | each such Bill, with total for Whether 
cies Titles of Bills promoted | each Session. pee sill 
by the Council. aaa cam — _— 
‘ t saw. 
Total for | Total for 
each Bill. | each Sessicn. 
_ | | ao 
| ££ « @. | ce « & 
B. 
| 
Amount expended by 
the Council in opposing 
a a : each such Bill, with total for Result 
eres Litles of Bills opposed each Seasion. of the 
by the Council. Council x 
opposition. 
Total for Total for 
each Bill. each Session. 
gS d & d. | 











-—(The Earl of Camperdown.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


Coal Mines (Certificates) Bill.— House in Committee (according to Order) ; 
Bill reported without Amendment; and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee ia ies _ bos “se oni 4 ae anes 
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Prevention of Cruelty to Children (Amendment) Bill [H.L.]—Read 3* 
(according to Order); An Amendment (privilege) made ; Bill passed, and 
sent to the Commons nest ue che a aa ie oa 


MUNICIPAL TRADING.—Message from the Commons that they have ordered 
that the Committee appointed by them to join with the Committee of this 
House to consider the question of municipal trading do meet the Lords Com- 
mittee in Committee Room B. on Monday next at three o'clock, as oa 
by their Lordships... i son ; a sae pr 


Port of London Bill.—Message from the Commons that they have ordered 
that the Committee appointed by them to join with the Committee 
of this House to consider the port of London Bill do meet the Lords Com- 
mittee in Committee Room A on Thursday next at half-past two o'clock, as 
proposed by their Lordships ie ae 


House adjourned at Five o'clock, to Monday next, a quarter 
before Eleven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 121TH JUNE, 1903. 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PFOVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE).—Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, originating in the 
Lords and referred on the First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are 
applicable, viz.— 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill [Lords], 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time upon Monday next ... 


Caledonian Railway Order Confirmation Bill; Edinburgh Corporation 
(Markets, Slaughter Houses, ete.) Order Confirmation Bill ; Grangemouth 
Water Order Confirmation Bill; Lanarkshire Electricity and Refuse 
Destruction Order Confirmation Bill.— Considered to be read the third time 
upon Monday next 


PriVATE BiLLts (Group F),—Ordered, That James Lougheed Rowlett do attend 
the Committee on Group F of Private Bills on Tuesday next, at Twelve of 
the clock bs 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act 
to authorise the mayor, aldermen, and citizens of the city of Exeter to 
construct tramways and street improvements; and for other purposes.” 
[Exeter Corporation Bill | Lords}.] 


Exeter Corporation Bill [J.orps].—Read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ted : oe nie 


Small Dwellings (Acquisition) Bill—Second Reading upon Friday next... 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No 10) Bill.—Reported without - 


Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie — the Table. © 
Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next e 2 os 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill —Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie — the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill.—Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie es the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 16) Bill.—Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Order confirmed]; Report to lie —_ the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill.—Reported, 
without Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon 
the Table. Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next a 


Wirral Railway Bill [Lorps] ; Rickmansworth Gas Bil! [Lords] ; Harrogate 
Water Bill [Lords]. Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed ‘ sie aie “ jas is 


PETITIONS. 


Cuurcu DisciPLine Bitt.—Petitions against: from Cuckfield ; and Swindon ; 
to lie upon the Table 


County CouNCILS JURISDICTION EXTENSION BILL.—Petition from Barrow-in- 
Furness, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL.—Petition from Edinburgh, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER BILut.—Petition from North Shields, 
against ; to lie upon the Table ens . fo 


LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION FOR NON-RENEWAL) BiLL.—Petitions against : 
from Stirling ; Greasbro’ and North Shields ; to lie upon the Table 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) AcTS AMENDMENT Biti.—Petition from Hawick, for 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table oh si one rn i 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIre’s SISTER BiLL.—Petitions against : from 
Cuckfield ; and Bury-St.-Edmunds ; to lie upon the Table ... ' ae 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL.—Petitions in favour: from Irvine and 
Fullarton ; Leeds; Alloa; Barrow; Castle Howard; and Mansfield and 
Sutton ; to lie upon the Table... . 





PusLic LIBRARIES.—Petition from Barrow-in-Furness, for alteration of law ; to 
lie upon the Table 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED IVITH THE VOTES. 
ScHoo, BoarRD SwimMiNnG Batus.—Question, Mr. Claude — eames 

Hoxton) ; Answer, Sir William Anson in ue 
PoLIcE AND Motor Cars.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas 


UNDERGROUND Pipes AND WirES—EXCAVATION OF STREETS.—Questions, Sir 
Thomas Dewar — Hamlets, St. \ s); Answers, Mr. Akers 
Douglas .. : an ma am on 
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VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS AT GAINSBOROUGH.—Question, 
Ormsby-Gore (Lincolnshire, Gainsborough) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long ... 


Pay oF Royan ArMy MEDICAL Corps IN INDIA.—Question, | 
Ormsby-Gore ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton ee 


ERECTION OF Buoy ON SAND-BAR AT BaLLycarsery (County Kerry).— 
Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; ; ie 

BoATSLIP AT CooscROUM _ NTY vamapta icici’ Mr. Boland ; 
Mr. Wyndham ... , ‘ 0 : “oe 


RELIGIOUS ee IN BELFAST PoLicE BARRACKS.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham.. sie 7 ‘s 


LABOURERS’ CoTraGES IN THE Morra (County Down) Rurat District.— 
Question, Mr. MacVeagh ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham , =a ee 


(FROCERS AND ARMY CANTEEN TENDERS. — Question, Sir * 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... = 


[Seconp ReapinG.]— Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question (9th June), “ That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Finance Bill.— 


Question again proposed. 
Debate resumed. 


Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W.R. camtiieipiil 

Mr, Cohen (Islington, £.) .. ond 

Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee)... 

Sir Edgar Vincent (Exeter) 

Major Evans Gordon (Tower Hamlets, Stepney) 

. Moon (St. Pancras) 

Mr. Black (Banffshire)... ae 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ... 

Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) , 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W :) 


Question put and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed for Monday next. 


Outdoor Relief (Pensioners) Bil]l—[Tuirp Reapine].—Order for Third 


Motion made, and question proposed, “That the Bill be now read the 





Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) ... 
And it being half-past Five of the clock, the Debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed upon Tuesday next. 


Education Gavan: Bill.— As amended, considered ; read the third time, 
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RatLways (ELECTRICAL PowEr) EXPENSES. 


Resolution reported—“ That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out 
of moneys to be provided by Parliament, of the remuneration of any 
persons appointed by the Board of Trade for the purposes of any Act 
of the present session to facilitate the introduction and use of electric 
power on railways, and any other expenses incurred by the Board of 
Trade in carrying such Act into effect.” 


Resolution agreed to 


NEW BILLS. 


Licht Locomotives (REGISTRATION) BiLL.—Bill to provide for the Registration 
of motor vehicles and to amend the Locomotives on Highways Act, 1896, 
ordered to be bought in by Mr. Scott-Montagu, Mr. Arthur Stanley, Mr. 
Bull, Mr. Murray, Mr. Norman, Mr. Harmsworth, and Mr. T. P. O’Connor. 


Light Locomotives (Registration) Bill.—“ To provide for the Registration 
of motor vehicles and to amend the Locomotives on Highways Act, 1896,” 
presented accordingly, and read the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Tuesday, 23rd June, and to be printed. [Bill 243.] 


IktsH LAND [ ADVANCES, Erc.|—Committee to consider of authorising the 
creation of Capital Stock for raising money for the purposes of any Act of 
the present session to amend the Law relating to the occupation and owner- 
ship of land in Ireland, of authorising the payment out of the Consolidated 
Fund, Salaries, Superannuation Allowances, and certain other expenses pay- 
Fund and out of money to be provided by Parliament, of Dividends, Sinking 
able under such Act (King’s Recommendaticn signified), upon Monday next. 
(Mr. Wyndham.) - ree sa 


MEssAGE From THE Lorps.— Municipal Trading: That they have appointed a 
Committee consisting of seven Lords to join with a Committee of the 
Commons, pursuant to Message of this House, ‘to consider and report as 
to the principles which should govern powers given by Bills and Provisional 
Orders to municipal and other local authorities for industrial enterprise 
within or without the area of their jurisdiction,” and propose that the said 
Joint Committee do meet in Committee Room B, on Monday next, at Three 
o'clock. 


Lords’ Message considered. 

Ordered: That the Committee of this House do meet the Lords’ 
Committee as proposed by their Lordships. 

Message to the Lords to aquaint them therewith. 


Port of London Bill: That they have appointed a Committee consisting 
of five Lords to join with a Committee of the Commons, pursuant to 
Message of this House, for the consideration of the Port of London Bill, 
and propose that the said Joint Committee do meet in Committee Room A, 
on Thursday next, at half-past Two o'clock. 


Lords’ Message considered. 


Ordered : That the Committee of this House do meet the Lords’ 
Committee as proposed by their Lordships. 


Message to the Lords to acquaint them therewith 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Six o’clock till Monday 
next. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS, MONDAY, 15TH JUNE, 1903. 


SPEAKER OF THE House.—The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House 


that His Majesty had (by Commission) appointed the Earl Waldegrave 
Speaker of the House in the absence of the Lord Chancellor or Lord 
Keeper, the Earl of Morley, the Earl of Cork and Orrery, the Farl de 
Montalt, and the Earl of Halsbury ; and the Lord Ribblesdale Speaker of 
the House in the absence of the Lord Chancellor or Lord Keeper, the Karl 
of Morley, the Earl of Cork and Orrery, the Earl de Montalk, the Earl of 
Halsbury, and the Earl Waldegrave: The said Commissions were read 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 


had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with: Navai Works Provisional Order; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (Gas) ; Middlesbrough Corporation ; Lanarkshire and Dum- 
bartonshire Railway ; South Yorkshire Joint Railways ; Wolverhampton 
and Cannock Chase Railway (Extension of Time) ; Great Northern, Picca- 
dilly, and Brompton Railway (Various Powers); Midland Great Western 
Railway of Ireland ; Great Western Railway ; Woolwich Borough Council ; 
Great Southern and Western Railway ; Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda 
Railway ; Plymouth Corporation; Hainault Forest; London County 
Council (Money) ; Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynaman Railway ; North- 
Eastern Railway ; Wood Green Urban District Council. 


And the Certificates that no further Standing Orders are applicable to the 
following Bills: Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 
6); Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 8); Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 11). 


And also the Certificates that the further Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have not been complied with: London, Tilbury, and 
Southend Railway ; Stroud and District Tramways; Romford and 
District Tramways ; Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway ; Beck- 
enham Urban District Council. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Manchester Corporation Bill [H.L.}; Supplemental Report from His 


Majesty’s Attorney-General, received, and ordered to lie on the Table 


London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill.—A petition of Mr. 


William Howard Gray, of 63, Queen Victoria Street, London, solicitor, 
praying for leave to present a petition of Messrs. Frederick Boyd Brown 
and Charles Wells, praying to be heard by counsel against the Bill, although 
the time limited by Standing Order No. 93 for presenting such petition 
has expired ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table; and Standing Order 
No. 93 to be considered to-morrow in order to its being dispensed with in 
respect of the said petition ; vee 


Gas Light and Coke Company Bill; Great Eastern Railway Bill ; Bourne- 


mouth Gas and Water Bill [H.L.]. Committee to meet on Thursday next 


Manchester Corporation Bill |#.L.].—Report from the Select Committee, 
that the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, 
no parties having appeared in opposition thereto ; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table: The orders made on 23rd March and 25th May last dis- 
charged, and Bill committed sate sei os ‘0 hs 
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Market Drayton Gas Bill; Read 3°, and passed 


Chatham and District Light Railways Bill [u.L.]: Read 3; Amendments 


made ; Bill passed, and sent to the Commons 





Dover Corporation Bill; Merthyr Tydvil Urban District Council Bill ; 


Wigan Corporation Tramways Bill. Brought from the Commons ; read 1°, 
and referred to the Examiners... ~ ‘ 


Metropolitan District Railwa yo Powers) Bill ; London, Tilbury, 
and Southend Railway Bill; Beckenham Urban District Council Bill ; 
Stroud and District Tramways Bill; Romford and District Tramways Bill ; 
Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Bill.—Examiners’ Certificates of 
non- -compliance with the Standing Orders referred to the Standing Orders 
Committee on Tuesday the 23rd instant . + re 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [u.L.] ; Gas and Water Orders 


Confirmation Bill [#.u.]; Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway 
Bill; City and South London Railway Bill; Great Northern Railway Bill ; 

Great Central Railway Bill; London County Council (General Powers) 
Bill; Walker and Wallsend ‘Union Gas Bill ; New Hunstanton Improve- 
ment Bill; Lancashire and Yorkshire and London and North-Western 
Railways (Steam Vessels) Bill—-Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the following Lords be proposed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the said Bills 3 (viz.)— 


D. Wellington, 

E. Malmesbury, 

E. Belmore (chairman), 
E. Powis, 

L. Manners ; 


i. 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly : The Committee to 
meet on Tuesday the 23rd instant, at eleven o'clock ; and all pecitions 
referred to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be 
heard by counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel 
for the Bills + 


Manchester Southern Tramways (Lancashire) = - L. ait ted from 
the Select Committee, with Amendments - 


age Gulegd om mend - L. iitiemaah Amendments considered, and 
agreed to 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—To be read 2*to-morrow. 


—(The Lord Wolverton.) 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [1.1.]; Gas Orders Confirmation 


(No. 2) Bill [u.1.]; Water Orders Confirmation Bill [H.L.]. House to be in 
Committee to-morrow ... a om ve ate ats we a 


PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION BiLis.—Ordered, That 


Standing Orders Nos. 72 and 82 be suspended for the remainder of the 
session tue be eg Kat nae x es 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill; Local Government 


({reland) Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) 
Provisional Order (No. 2) Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 4) Bill.—Read 3* (according to Order) and passed 
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PETITIONS. 


LAND REGISTERS (SCOTLAND) BILL [u.L.].—Petition against: of Messrs. Millar 
and Bryce ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ne ay 





SHops (EARLY CLOSING) BILL [H.L.].—Petition in favour of : of the National 
Chamber of Trade; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ... ee 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
LocaL TAxaTion AccouNT (SCOTLAND) Act, 1898.—Return showing the 


postal payments into and out of the Local Taxation (Scotland) Account for 
the financial year 1902-19083 ... ve ss ae ee aN 


CoLoNies (ANNUAL) —No. 387. Gibraltar; Report for 1902 ... 


AUSTRALIAN Main Service.—Despatch to the Governor-General of Australia 
relating to the exclusive employment of white labour 


EXPLOSIVES (EXPLOSIONS OF GUNPOWDER AT SEDGWICK, NEAR KENDAL).— 
Report to the Right Honourable the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department by Captain H. B. Lloyd, His Majesty’s Inspector of Explosives, 
on the circumstances attending explosions of gunpowder which occurred in 
the glazing and corning houses of the factory of the Sedgwick Gunpowder 
Company, Limited, at Sedgwick, near Kendal, Westmoreland, on the 30th 
of March, 1903... 4 ae . 


RoyaL UNIVERSITY OF IRELAND.—Annual Report for the year 190° ... 


Dustin HospitaLs.—Forty-fifth Report of the Board of Superintendence ; with 
appendices, for the year 1902-3. on ra ski is 


NAvy (BERTHING ACCOMMODATION).—Report of the Committee appointed by 
the Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty to consider the question of the 
berthing accommodation for His Majesty’s ships in the dockyards and other 
waters, and also the moorings and material required. 


Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS Act, 1894 AND 1896.—Fourteen orders relating to the 
landing of foreign animals in Great Britain. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 
Tae Fiscat Poricy or THE Country. 
Viscount Goschen 
The Eurl of Crewe... 
Lord Avebury ee — pee Sc aoa ee sae wb 
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 
The Marquess of Ripon ais oe et is sa ee 
The Earl of Mayo ... 
Lord Brassey ies 
The Earl of Jersey ... ” abe ‘a sad ine 
The Seeretary for Scotland (lord Balfour of Burleigh) ... 
Eur! Spencer ees ie as ie si ai 
The Lord President of the Council (he Duke of Devonshire) 


NEW BILL. 


Bishoprics of Southwark and Birmingham Bill [1.L.].—A Bill to pro- 
vide for the constitution of Bishoprics of Southwark and Birmingham, and 
for matters incidental thereto— Was presented by the Lord Belper ; read 

1*, to be printed ; and to be read 2* on Friday next. (No. 104.) ... ‘ 
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Education (Borrowing) Bill.—Brought from the Commons. Read 1*; t 
be printed; and to be read 2° on Tuesday, the 23rd instant.—(7he f Se: 
Kenyon.) (No. | ae ee pee aR < ay ae i 


Union of Benefices Act, 1860, Amendment Bill [H.L. ].— Read 3* (according 
to Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons. ne ae me: 







House adjourned at ten minutes past Twelve o'clock a.m. till half- 
past Ten o'clock. 













HOUSE OF COMMONS, MONDAY, 





15TH JUNE, 1903. 






















The House met at Two of the Clock. 


MILITARY MAN@UVRES (ORDER IN CoOUNCIL).—The COMPTROLLER OF THE 
HOUSEHOLD reported His ws Answer to the Address of the 18th 
May ... as ace Lad i was es oe <a ae 92] 


Chew’s Foundation.—The ComprroLLer or THE HouskHOLD reported His 
Majesty’s Answer to the Address of the 28th April ... mt fom . 921 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COMPLIED 
witH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. That, in the case of the following 
Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Sending Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2 2) Bill; Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 4) Bill; Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 
5) Bill; Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time to-morrow ... abe + 322 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILis [LorDs] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the — Orders which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (East Ham, ete.) 


Bill { Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time to-morrow _... ot -. 922 


Ex.ectric LigutinG (LONDON) BiLt [Lorps} (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, pursuant to the Order 
of the House of the 1ith day of June, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied 
with, viz. :— 


Electric Lighting (London) Bill {Lords}... wae ae ines on” a 
Dover Corporation Bill.— ead the third time, and passed ... i ... 923 


Knott End Railway (Extension of Time) /_ sasttiiae —Read the third 
time, and passed, without Amendment , 923 
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ee a mow y Urban District Council Bill; Wigan Corporation Tramways 
Bill.—Read the third time, and passed + aie one se vo 


Aston Manor Improvement Bill |Lorps]; British Gas Light Company 
(Norwich) Bill Lords] ; Cardiff Railway Bill [Lords]; Chard Corporation 
Gas and Electricity Bill [Lords] ; Dewsbury, Batley, and Birstal Tramways 
Bill {Lords}; Hastings Tramways (Extensions) Bill [Lords]; Jewish 
Colonisation Association Bill [Lords| ; King’s College, London, Bill [Lords] ; 
London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Bill [Lords]; Pontypridd 
Urban District Council Bill [Lords]; Port Talbot Railway and Docks Bill 
[Lords]; Preston, Chorley, and Horwich Tramways Bill [Lords]; St. 
Philip’s Chapel (Regent Street) Bill [Lords] ; Sheffield and South Yorkshire 
Navigation Bill [Lords]; South Lancashire Tramways Bill [Lords]; 
Torquay Corporation Water Bill [Lords]; Tynemouth and _ District 
Tramways Bill pera Worthing Corporation (Tramways) Bill [Lords]. 
—Read a second time, and committed én nae a si $3 


Local Goverament Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Oréers (No. 12) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 14) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Order (No. 16) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill.—Read the third time, 
and passed bes jon eas 


Caledonian Railway Order Confirmation Bill; Edinburgh Corporation 
(Markets, Slaughter Houses, &c.) Order Confirmation Bill ; Grangemouth 
Water Order Confirmation Bill; Lanarkshire Electricity and Refuse 
Destruction Order Confirmation Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill [Lorps].—Read a 
second time, and committed ey aes ae a bd a 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to--Lanarkshire and Ayrshire Railway Order 
Confirmation Bill; Dundee Royal Lunatic Asylum Order Confirmation 
Bill; Burgess Hill and St. John’s Common Gas Bill; Scarborough 
Gas Bill ; Sittingbourne District Gas Bill, without Amendment. 


Midland Railway Bill, Winchester Water and Gas Bill, with 
Amendments. 


Amendment to—Cleveland and Durham County Electric Power Bill 
[ Lords}. 


Amendments to—India Rubber, Gutta Percha, and Telegraph Works 
Company Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to amend the Pre- 
vention of Cruelty to Children Act, 1894.” [Prevention of Cruelty to 
Children (Amendment) Bill (Lords). | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to confirm a Provisional Order under 
the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the 
North British Railway.” [North British Railway (General Powers) Order 
Confirmation Bill (Lords). | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confirm a Provisional Order under 
The Private Legislation Procedure Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to St. 
Luke’s Church and Parish Quoad Sacra, Edinburgh.” [St. Luke’s Church 
and Parish Quoad Sacra, Edinburgh, Order Confirmation Bill (Lords). } 
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Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to authorise the Hastings Harbour 
District Railway Company to construct deviation railways and new rail- 
ways; to raise additional capital; and for other purposes.” [Hastings 
Harbour District Railway Bill (Lords). | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to authorise the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Citizens of the city of Rochester to construct tramways and street improve- 
ments ; and for other purposes.” [Rochester Corporation Tramways and 
Improvements Bill (Lords). | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act for incorporating and conferring 
powers on the Noith Western Electricity and Power-Gas Company ; and 
for other purposes.” {North Western Electricity and Power-Gas Bill 
(Lords). | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to incorporate the Nottinghamshire 
and Derbyshire Tramways Company, and to empower that Company to 
make and maintain tramways and other works in the counties of Notting- 
ham and Derby ; and for other purposes.” [Nottinghamshire and Derby- 
shire Tramways Bill (Lords). ] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act for incorporating and conferring 
powers on the Fife Electric Power Company.” [Fife Electric Power Bill 


(Lords). } 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to separate University College, 
Liverpool, from the Victoria University, and to merge it in the University 
of Liverpool when constituted; and to transfer all the property and 
liabilities of the said University College to the University of Liverpool 
when constituted ; and for other purposes.” [Liverpool University Bill 


(Lords). } 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to extend the time for the completion 
of certa’n railways by the Barry Railway Company; to confirm an 
agreement between the Company and certain landowners ; to empower the 
Company to raise additional capital, and for other purposes.” [Barry 
Railway Bill (Lords). | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to confer further powers on the Didcot, 
Newbury, and Southampton Railway Company.” [Didcot, Newbury, and 
Southampton Railway Bill (Lords). | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act for extending the time for the purchase 
of certain lands and completion of certain railways by the Taff Vale 
Railway Company; for enabling the company to work their railways 
by electrical power; and for other purposes.” [Taff Vale Railway Bill 


(Lords). ] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to confer powers on the Urban District 
Council of Willesden with respect to their electric lighting undertaking 
and recreation grounds, streets, buildings, sanitary, and other matters for 
the good government of their district ; ard to transfer to them the powers 
of the Vestry of the Parish of Willesden; and for other purposes.” 
{ Willesden Urban District Council Bill (Lords). | 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to enable the Scottish American 
Mortgage Company, Limited, to create preference stock ; to enlarge its 
powers ; and for other purposes.” [Scottish American Mortgage Company, 


Limited, Bill (Lords).] 




















Jume 15.] 
Hastings Harbour District aor Bill {Lorps] ; Rochester Corporation 


Tramways and Improvements Bill [Lords] ; Noth Western Electricity and 
Power Gas Bill ee Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire Tramways Bill 
Lords]; Fife Electric Power Bill [Lords]; Liverpool University Bill 
Lords] ; ; Barry Railway Bill [Lords] ; Didcot, Newbury, and Southampton 

ilway Bill Jeg RS Taff Vale Railway Bill Seng Willesden Urban 
District Council Biil [Lords]; Scottish American Mortgage Company, 
Limited, Bill [ Lords].— Read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills ... ‘ or iene ie mae hie 


St. Luke’s Church and Quoad Sacra, ee, naouad memeaeneaes 
Bill [Lorps}].—To be considered to-morrow ... 


North British Railway (Genera] Powers) Order Confirmation Bill 


{Lorps].—Read the first time ; to be read a second time 7 rr 
23rd June, and to be printed. [Bill 245.] a a 


PETITIONS. 


CuurcH DisctpLinE BiLt.—Petition from ran against ; to lie upon the 
Table ‘ - sibs : sas ' ite pa 


Petition from Macclesfield, 





County Courts JURISDICTION EXTENSION BILL. 
in favour: to lie upon the Table : 


DETENTION OF Poor PERSONS (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions in favour: from 
Wiston and Roberton ; and Avondale ; to lie upon the Table 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL.—Petition from Forres, for alteration: to lie 
upon the Table ... 


LiceNstING LAw (COMPENSATION FOR NON-RENEWAL) BILL.—Petitions against : 
from North Derbyshire ; and Barnard Castle ; to lie upon the Table 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER BILL.—Petitions against: from North 
Derbyshire ; and Barnard Castle ; to lie upon the Table - 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition from Inverness, 
for alterations : to lie upon the Table aes and * iad 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BiLL.—Petition from Leicester, in favour: to 
lie upon the Table sie si aie an eats eae ies 


Pusiic LiBRARIES.—Petitions for alteration of law: from Bootle ; and Maccles- 
field ; to lie upon the Table 


Port OF Lonpon BiL_.—Petition from Chatham as ition, beitiad (praying 
to be heard by Counsel): to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EXPLOSIONS (EXPLOSION OF GUNPOWDER AT SEDGWICK, NEAR KENDAL).— 
Copy presented, of Report by Captain M. B. Lloyd, His Majesty’s Inspector 
of Explosives, to the Secretary of State for the Home Department, on the 
circumstances attending explosions of gunpowder which occurred in the 
glazing and corning houses of the Factory of the Sedgwick Gunpowder 
Company, Limited, at Sedgwick, near Kendal, Westmoreland, on the 30th 
March, 1903 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table.. : d 
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LocaL Taxation Account (SCOTLAND) AcT, 1898. — Copy presented, of 
Return showing the Total Payments into and out of the Local Taxation 
(Scotland) Account for the financial id 1902-3 [by manana to lie 
upon the Table .. ate 


Dusuin Hospirats.—Copy presented, of Forty-fifth Report of the Board of 
re rintendence, with teeciiint ie for the is 1902-3 [by pony: 
ie upon the Table .. ‘ 


RoyaL UNIVERSITY OF IRELAND.—Copy presented, of Twenty-first Report of 
the Royal University of Ireland, veeaand for the deta 1902 (by sesmiamats.x ; 
to lie upon the Table 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 AND 1896.—Copies presented, of Fourteen 
Orders relating to the landing in Great Britain of hatin Animals [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table ; 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic “— 
Consular Reports, Annual a Nos 2994 and 2995 hind pennants 
lie upon the Table : , 


AUSTRALIAN MaiL Service.—Copy presented, of Despatch to the Governor- 
General of Australia relating to the Exclusive Employment of White Labour 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ae 


CoLONIAL Reports (ANNUAL).—Copies presented, of Colonial Reports, Nos. 
386 (Falkland Islands, Annual Report for 1902) and 387 en Annual 
Report for 1902) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Navy (BERTHING ACCOMMODATION).—Copy presented, of Report of the Com- 
mittee appointed by the Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty to consider 
the question of the Berthing Accommodation for His Majesty’s Ships in the 
dockyards and other waters, and also the moorings and material required 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table es is on 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


IMPORTATION OF MILK.—Question, Sir Edward aiid sptsateinas B); 
Answer, Mr. Arthur Elliot - aie a 


LIFE-SAVING PRECAUTIONS ON BoarD SHIP.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent 
(Sheffield, Central) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law a ae 


PRESERVATION OF BIG GAME IN AFRICA.—Question, Sir H. Seton-Kac:r 
(St. Helens) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne ti por ; 


TREATMENT OF JEWS IN ROUMANIA.— Question, Major Evans Gordon (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney); Answer, Lord Cranborne us one sins men 


IssuE OF SILVER CoinaGE.—Question, Sir John Leng seins ; Answer, Mr. 
Ritchie ... > we oi : ; 


INDIA— EXAMINATION OF PACKAGES CROSSING THE TIBETAN FRONTIER.— 
Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts iastidtieiaaal sia Answer, Lord wees 
Hamilton 


ImpORTATION OF CANADIAN CATTLE. The Master of Elibank 
(Edinburgh, Midlothian) ; Answer, Mr. hibope Fellowes 
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New Roap FROM THE MALL TO CHARING Cross. an | Mr. Whitmore 
(Chelsea) ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish ‘es ; 


EXPERIMENTS ON DoGs WITHOUT AN&STHETICS.—Question, Mr. Perks 
(Lincolnshire, Louth) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas... ies one , 


HOOLIGANISM IN THE METROPOLIS.—Question, Mr. Schwann; Answer, Mr. 
Akers Douglas . eos ee a ove oes sed on 


TUBERCULOSIS COMMISSION— REPORT OF PROGRESS.—Question, Dr. pe anenaee 
(Aberdeenshire, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long ia ‘ sin 


EpucaTion COMMITTEES—ELIGIBILITY FOR MEMBERSHIP.—Questions, Mr. 
Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) ; Answers, Sir Wm. Anson 


RENTAL OF LANDS IN IRISH LAND Court. ee: Mr. Butcher visited : 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ont es 


INQUIRY INTO CONDITION OF IRISH BLIND.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, 
College Green) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 1s ons ee ‘ 


SALARY OF MANUAL INSTRUCTRESSES IN IRISH NATIONAL SCHOOLS.—Question, 
Mr. Gilhooly (Cork Co., W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham na s00 


Evictions In County TIpPERARY.—Question, Mr. Condon taste y; BE); 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ne on 


FIxinG OF RaTes IN CORK. easiness Mr. J. F. X. O’Brien ssihiaaish Answer, 
Mr. Wyndhan ... - . - , 


SourH AFRICAN War — MILITIA OFFICERS’ GRATUITY. a Major 
Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick . as ‘ s 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—CoMPENSATION CLAIMS.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross 
and Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ‘ aan on se 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Army VETERINARY DEPARTMENT.—Question, Captain Norton (Newington, W.); 
Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


THE SOMALILAND OPERATIONS.—Question, Captain Norton; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick... ee re ia rae oes a i a 


New Army Cap.—Questions, Mr. Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Fareham), Mr. 
Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8. ha and Mr. T. M. heed _— W.) ; Answers, 
Mr. Brodrick ; 


Nava Bases.—Question, Mr. Rose (Cambridgeshire, Newmarket) ; Answer, 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) ‘ 


GERMANY AND CANADIAN TARIFFS.—Question, Mr. Black (Banffshire) ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, 


Boer GRIEVANCES.—Question, Mr. John Ellis dae haaiaite apis i ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ... me 


Dynamite Duty IN SoutTH AFrica.-—Question, Mr. Markham (Nottingham- 
shire, Mansfield) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain and on he 
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ALLEGED ILL-TREATMENT OF INDIAN STORE-KEEPERS IN SOUTH AFRICA.— 
Question, Mr. Markham ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ee 


IRRIGATION WORKS IN INDIA.-—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, 
W.) ; Answer, The _—— - of State for India aie — a 
Middlesex, Ealing) : 


BRUSSELS SUGAR CONVENTION.—Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ; Answer, 
The Under ee of State for Risse Affairs oo Cranborue, 
Rochester) 


SHANGHAI-NANKING RAILWAY.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts ; Answer, Lord 
Cranborne id sai ee ae ise “th ne 


THE ASSASSINATIONS IN SERV{A.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; 
Answer, The Prime Minister and First Lord of the asia ssh A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, E.) ; 3 


IncomME TAX ON ForEIGN Bonbs. — Question, Mr. Rose; Answer, The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ; 


TREATMENT OF LUNATICS.—Questions, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ; 
Answers, The Secretary of State for the Home miei inn Akers 
Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) ; 


CHINA AND EARTHENWARE INDUSTRIES AND WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION. 
Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, 
Mr. Akers Douglas . ; ane ‘ - Pa “ 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION.—Questions, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield Central) and 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) ; Answers, The Parliamentary Secretary 
to the Board of Trade (Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) 


THE TARIFF QUESTION—TREATMENT OF BRITISH TRADE BY FOREIGN 
CouNTRIES.—Questions, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) }.r. 
James Lowther and Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answers, Mr. Bonar Law 


EDINBURGH MAGISTRATES AND THE WELLINGTON REFORMATORY.—Question, 
Mr. John Dewar (Inverness-shire) ; Answer, The Solicitor-General for Scot- 
land (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) 


GaLway Docks.—Question, Mr. Charles Devlin (Galway) ; Answer, The Chief 
Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ae wel a oe 


CoroFiIn District CouNcIL CHAIRMANSHIP.—Questions, Mr. William Red- 
mond ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ite “s ar is os 


PROPOSED Pier AT SALTHILL, GALWAY.—Question, Mr. Charles Devlin; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ae sa od wat a5 a 


IRISH AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS. inane Mr. Carew (Meath, S.); Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... es a4 “ _ Pa = dé 


IRIsH TRADE STAtTISTICS.—Questions, Mr. Lough and Mr. T. M. Healy ; 
Answers, Mr. Bonar Law a ah cae von “es as 


CHARITABLE LOAN FuND (IRELAND) Act, 1900.—Question, Mr. John Camp- 
bell (Armagh, Mid); Answer, The ieee ites for Ireland (Mr. 
Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) ... bal tek a mr 
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RAILWAY DELIVERY OF IRISH BUTTER AROUND LONDON. — im Mr. 
Joyce (Limerick) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law .. <n ae 


GREENWICH HosPITAL FuND PENSIONS. Masser Mr. naan me copeet) 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour = 


INQUIRY INTO PREFERENTIAL TARIFFS.—Questions, Mr. ‘Labouchere (North- 
hampton), Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs), Mr. Trevelyan 
(Yorkshire, W.R., Elland), and Sir Wilfrid Lawson wimniaone einai ‘ 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


New MEMBER Sworn.—Denis Kilbride, my ., for the a of Kildare neu 
Kildare Division) 


MuNICIPAL TrapInGc.——Ordered, That the Reports and Minutes of the evidence 
of the Joint Committee on "Municipal Trading of Session 1900 be referred 
to the Select Committee appointed by this House to join with a Committee 
of the House of Lords on Municipal Trading.—(Mr. Powell- Williams.) 


NEW BILL. 


Congested Districts (Scotland) (No. 2.) Bill.—‘ To amend the provisions 
of the Congested Districts (Scotland) Act, 1897, as to the application of the 
fund constituted by the Act,” presented by the Lord Adv ocate ; to be read 
a second time upon Wednesday, and to be printed. [Bill 244. } 


IrtsH LAND [| ADVANCES, ETC. ] 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


Resolved—That, for carrying out the provisions of any Act of the present 
session to amend the law relating to the occupation and ownership of 
land in Ireland, it is expedient— 


(a) To authorise the creation of capital stock for raising money 
required for the Irish Land Purchase Fund and the Land 
Purchase Aid Fund, and to authorise the National Debt 
Commissioners to borrow and lend money for the purposes 
aforesaid, and to charge on the Consolidated Fund the pay- 
ment of the dividends on such stock so far as not paid out of 
the income of the Irish Land Purchase Fund, and to authorise 
the payment out of money to be provided by Parliament of 
sums sufficient to pay the dividends and Sinking Fund required 
for the Land Purchase Aid Fund. 


(5) To authorise the payment out of money to be provided by 
Parliament of the salaries of the Estates Commissioners, the 
Public Trustee, and of officers and persons employed by them, 
and of certain expenses of the Land Commission ; and 


(c) To authorise the payment out of the Consolidated Fund of 
superannuation allowances to certain Land Commissioners. 
—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow ... 
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Irish Land Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
(Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
Clause 1. 
Mr. Herbert Robertson (Hackney, 8.) 957 
Amendment proposed — 
“In page 1, line 8, after the words ‘sale of’ to insert the words 
‘one or more holdings, or.’”—(Mr. Herbert Robertson.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. W nena Dover) ont ... 958 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ... oe aan ... 959 
Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) 959 
Mr. Wyndham. Mea wn 959 
Mr. Butcher (York) 960 
Mr. Wyndham 960 
Question put and negatived. 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) jee site ins sii ‘ie .. 961 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 8, to leave out the word ‘ whether’ and insert 
the word ‘ except.’”—(Mr. 7. M. Healy.) 
Question proposed, “ That the word proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 
Mr. John Redmond ibaa 961 
Mr. Wyndham 962 
Mr. T. M. Healy 962 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
In page 1, line 11, after the word ‘holding’ to insert the words 
‘whether subject to a judicial rent or not.’” 
Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Wyndham 963 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Sir John Colomb ... ~ sai ne wed — si .» 963 


Amendment proposed — 
“In page 1, line 12, to leave out from the word ‘then’ to the 
first ‘the’ in line 14.”—(Sir John Colomb.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 
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Mr. William O’Brien sass ) 
Sir John Colomb .. 

Mr. T. W. Russell .. 

Mr. Wyndham 

Mr. T. M. Healy ... 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.)  ... 

Col. Saunderson (Armagh, N.) 

Mr. Leamy (Kildare, NV.) ... 

Mr. John Redmond - 

Mr. Wyndham ; 

Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N) 

Mr. Kilbride (Kildare, 8.) - 
Mr. Harrington (Dublin, Harbour) 
Mr. Butcher ; ; 
Mr. Clancy (Dublin Co., N.) 

Mr. Herbert Robertson : 

Mr. Emmott (Oldham) 5 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.). +3 
Mr. O’ Doherty (Donegal, N.) ‘ 
Mr. Gordon (Londonderry, N.) 
Mr. T. M. Healy 

Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon-Tr ‘ent) 

Mr. Duke (Plymouth) _.. _ 
Mr. Tomkinson (Cheshire, Crewe) an 
Major Jameson (Clare, wid 

Mr. Wyndham 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 13, after the word ‘ Acts’ to insert the words ‘as 
amended by this Act.’”.—(Mr. T. W. Russell.) 


Question, “That those words he there added,” put, and agreed to. 
Mr. John Redmond 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 15, to leave out from the word ‘advance’ to end 
of Sub-section (2), and insert the words ‘ provided that the purchase 
annuity payable under this Act will be, in the case of the purchase of 
a holding, subject to a judicial rent fixed or agreed to since the passing 
of the Act of 1896, not less than 15 per cent. below the existing rent, 
and, in the case of the purchase of a holding subject to a judicial rent 
fixed before that date or of a holding which is not subject to a judicial 
rent but the tenancy in which is one to which in the opinion of the 
Land Commission the Land Purchase Acts apply, not less than 25 per 
cent. below the existing rent.”—(Mr. John Kedmond.) 


Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the words proposed to be left out, to the word 
‘or’ in line 18, stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. Flower (Bradford, W.) 

Mr. T. W. Russell... ; 

Sir John Colomb 

Mr William O’Brien - 

Mr. Thomas Shaw oe Burgh 
Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.) . 
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And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 







Irish Land Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Clause 1. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 15, to leave out from the word ‘ advance’ to the 
end of Sub-section (2), and insert the words “previded that the pur- 
chase annuity payable under this Act will be, in the case of the purchase 
of a holding, subject to a judicial rent fixed or agreed to since the 
passing of the Act of 1896, not less than 15 per cent. below the 
existing rent, and, in the case of the purchase of a holdiag subject to a 
judicial rent fixed before that date, or of a holding which is not subject 
to a judicial rent but the tenancy in which is one to which, in the 
opinion of the Land Commission, the Land Purchase Acts apply, not 
less than 25 per cent. below the existing rent.’”—(Mr. John Redmond.) 


Question again proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out, to the 
word ‘or,’ in line 18, stand part of the Clause.” 


Mr. Murphy 

Mr. Herbert Robertso m 

Mr. Swift MacNeil! 

Mr. Butcher ew 

Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, 1 NV.) 

Mr. Duke ae 

Dr. Thompson (Monaghan, N.) 
Mr. Emmott (Oldham) 

Mr. Cullinan (Tipperary, 8.) in 
Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) . 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E£.) 


Motion made, and Question “ That the Chairman do ieport Progress; and 
ask leave to sit again.”"—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Put, and agreed to. 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again To-morrow. 
SuppLy [llTH JUNE}. 
Resolution reported. 
CiviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903-4—CLass II.— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £136,907, be granted to His Majesty, to com- 
plete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3ist day of March, 1904, 
for the salaries and expenses of the Local Government Board.” 


Resolution agreed to 
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Supp.y [8TH JUNE, EVENING SITTING]. 


Resolutions reported. 


CiviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903-4—REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS. 


a ee 








i. 


» 


6. 


Resolutions agreed to ... a ans one 


“That a sum, not exceeding £2,549,430, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
2 for the salaries and working expenses of the Post Office Telegraph 
Service. 


Cxiass IV. 


“That a sum, not exceeding £88,619, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1904, for the salaries and other expenses of the British Museum, and 
of the Natural History Museum, including certain grants in aid.” 


“That a sum, not exceeding £7,027, be granted to His Majesty, to com- 
plete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, 
for the salaries and expenses of the National Gallery, and of the 
National Gallery of British A t, Millbank, including a grant in aid for 
the purchase of pictures.” 


“ That a sum, not exceeding £2,445, be granted to His Majesty, to com- 
plete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day March, 1904, for 
the salaries and expenses of the National Portrait Gallery, including a 
grant in aid for the purchase of portraits.” 


“That a sum, not exceeding £3,281, be granted to His Majesty, to com- 
plete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, for 
the salaries and expenses of the Wallace Collection (Hertford House).” 


“That a sum, not exceeding £23,780, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1904, for sundry grants in aid of Scientific Investigation, etc., and other 
grants.” 


“That a sum, not exceeding £77,100, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1904, for grants in aid of the expenses of certain Universities and 
Colleges in Great Britain, and of the expenses under the Welsh Inter- 
mediate Education Act, 1889.” 


Adjourned at two minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 16rH JUNE, 1903. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with : 
Blackheath and Greenwich District Electric Light. 


And also the Certificate that the further Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bill have not been complied with: Grindleford, Baslow, 
and Bakewell Railway. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table ... 


South Western and Isle of Wight Junction Railway Bill [1.v.].— 
Petition for additional provision ; of the South Western and Isle of Wight 
Junction Railway Company ; together with the proposed clause annexed 
thereto ; read, and referred to the Examiners ee ie eke 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [1.1.], (Ramsbottom Urban 
District Council Order).—A witness ordered to attend the Select 
Committee nn ise me ne hay i sea ve 


Grindleford, Baslow, and Bakewell Railway Bill.—Examiner’s Certificate 
of non-compliance with the Standing Orders referred to the Standing 
Orders Committee on Tuesday next ... : 


Manchester Southern Tramways (Lancashire) Bill [H...]; Manchester 
Southern Tramways (Cheshire) Bill [H.1.]—Report from the Select 
Committee, that the Committee have consolidated the said Bills, with 
Amendments, under the Title of the Manchester Southern Tramways 
Bill [H.L.] ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


Manchester Southern Tramways (Lancashire) Bill [1.1]; and Manchester 
Southern Tramways (Cheshire) Bill [H.1.], now Manchester Southern 
Tramways Bill [H.L.]. Reported from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments ves os on ws “as ae we a 


Bristol Corporation Bill [H.L.].—The King’s consent signified; and Bill 
reported, with Amendments ste sas seb sane rn oS 


Commercial Gas Bill —Reported, with Amendments ... 


Salford Corporation Bill [u.L.]—The King’s consent signified; and Bill 
reported, with Amendments ... ea a ae ad ne As 


Scottish Central Electric Power Bill [.1.].—Read 2° 
Cork Harbour Bill.—Read 2*, and committed ... 


London County Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bill ; East Ham 
Improvement Bill; Highland and Invergarry and Fort Augustus Railway 
Companies Bill ; Wellingborough and District Tramroads Bill. Read 2", 
and committed. The Committees to be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection “a a ~ adi ses wre 


Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and Harbours Bill; Cheshire Lines 
ommittee Bill; Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply Bill.—Read 2*, and 
committed - sas ii he we ne we si we 
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Midland and Belfast and Northern Counties Railways Bill; Watford 
and Edgeware Railway Bill.-—Read 2*, and committed. The Committees 


to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 
Wood Green Urban District Council Bill.—Read 2° 


Carmarthenshire Electric Power Bill [1.u.].—Read 3‘; Amendments 
made ; Bill passed and sent to the Commons ela apie = - 


London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill.—Standing Order No. 93 
considered (according to Order), and dispensed with, with respect to a 
petition of Messrs. Frederick Boyd Brown and Charles Wells. Leave 
given to present the said Petition hee ool pen in ~ 


Knott End Railway (Extension of Time) Bill [1.1.].—Returned from the 


Commons agreed to... me 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill_—House in Com- 
mittee (according to Order). Amendments made. Standing Committee 
negatived. Report of Amendments to be received on Thursday next 


Local Government Provisional Order (Housing of the Working 
Classes) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill ; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 3) Bill.—Read 3* (according to Order), and passed 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—Read 2* (according 
to Order), and committed to a Committee of the Whole House on Thursday 
next oe Rae os EF my orale as es a ae 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [H.L.]; Gas Orders Confirmation 
(No. 2) Bill [H.1.].—House in Committee (according to Order): Bills re- 
ported without Amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and Bills to 
be read 3‘ on Thursday next ... re ae me : 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill [H.L.].—House in Committee (according 
to Order) ; Amendments made ; Standing Committee negatived ; Report 
of Amendments to be received on Thursday next a nes ai 


Polling Districts (County Councils) Bill [H.L.] Polling Arrangements 
(Parliamentary Boroughs) Bill [H.L.].—Read 3* (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons = ais Wh See ae 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill (No. 108); Local 
» Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill (No. 109) ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill (No. 110) ; Local Government Provisional 
Order (No. 16) Bill (No. 111); Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor 
Law) Bill (No. 112).—Brought from the Commons; read 1*; to be 
printed ; referred to the Examiners, and to be read 2* on Thursday next.— 
(The Lord Kenyon) den , 


Caledonian Railway Order Confirmation Bill (No. 113); Edinburgh 
Corporation (Markets, Slaughter-houses, etc.) Order Confirmation Biil (No. 
114); Grangemouth Water Order Confirmation Bill (No. 115); Lanark- 
shire Electricity and Refuse Destruction Order Confirmation Bill (No. 
116).—Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; to be printed, and (pursuant 
to the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899), deemed to 
have been read 2* (Zhe Lord Balfour), and reported from the Committee ... 
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PETITIONS. 


DECLARATION OF THE SOVEREIGN AGAINST TRANSUBSTANTIATION.—Petitions 
for abrogation of ; of Roman Catholics residing in Croxdale ; Shanklin and 
Sandown ; and Brixton ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table... .-» 1040 

















peshianhasts REPORTS, ETC. 






ge san held at Honaieabalts March, 1903 ; Dienied (by Command 
and ordered to lie on the Table 





MUNICIPAL TRADING.—Ordered, That the evidence taken by the Joint Com- 
mittee on Municipal Trading during the session of 1900, be referred to the 
Joint Committee on Municipal Trading of the present session ee .-- 1040 


NEW BILL. 
Newcastle Chapter (Amendment) Bill [1.1.}.--A Bill to make further pro- 
vision for the foundation of a Dean and Chapter of Newcastle, and for other 
purposes connected therewith.—Was presented by the Lord Bishop of St. 


Albans ; read 1*, to be printed; and to be read 2* on Tuesday next. 
(No. 117.) ie = fe ne on es he hee ... 1040 


Musical Copyright Bill [u.L.]—Reported from the Standing Committee 
with Amendments. The Report thereof to be received on Thursday next ; 
and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 106.) — ... oak ee ... 1040 


Statute Law Revision (Scotland) Bill [1.L.] —Reported from the Standing _ 
Committee without Amendment, and to be read 3* on Thursday next ... 104] 


Justices of the Peace Bill [H.L.].—Reported from the Standing Committee 
without further Amendment. ‘The Report of the Amendments made in 
Committee of the whole House to be received on Thursday next. ... .- 1€41 


Coal Mines (Certificates) Bill.—Reported from the Standing Committee 
with an Amendment. The Report thereof to be received on senses 


next ; and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 107.) ins is ... 1041 
RULES OF ORDER. 

The Earl ayy Wemyss a - ... 1041 

The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burle igh) - i ... 104] 


British INTERESTS IN CHINA. 


The Earl of Mayo ... . 1043 
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affvirs (The Marquess of Lansdow ne) 1046 


House adjourned at five minutes past Five o'clock to Thursday 
next, half past Ten o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS, TUESDAY, 16TH Jung, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. ; 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
PRIVATE BILLs penne) (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 


the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
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the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz., Exeter Corporation Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time ‘al _ a ... 1048 


London and North-Western Railway Bill {Lorps].—Read a second time 
and committed ... as ae ee m3 oe sae ae ... 1049 


St. Luke’s Church and Parish Quoad Sacra, Edinburgh, Order Con- 
firmation Bill {Lorps].—Considered ; to be read the third time upon 
Friday ... nas ves 0 ae oan ani pa - . 1049 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (East Ham, etc.) 
Bill [Lorps] ; Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill ; Pier and 
Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 4) Bill; Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill ; 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill.—Read a second time 
and committed ... =e pa x aes nee ae : . 1049 


PrivaTE Bitts (Group F.).—Ordered, That Robert Thomas Blackburn and 
James W. Drury do attend the Committee on Group F of Private Bills To- 
morrow, at Eleven of the Clock ne i ae a F . 1049 


STANDING OrpERS.—Resolutions reported from the Select Committee :— 


1. “That in the case of the Kips Patents Bill {Lords}, the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties be permitted to 
proceed with their Bill.” 


2. ** That, in the case of the Alexandra Park and Palace, Petition for 
leave to deposit a Petition for a Bill, the Standing Orders ought to be dis- 
pensed with :—That the parties be permitted to deposit their Petition for a 
Bill.” 


3, ‘That, in the case of the Hove, Worthing, and District Tramways 
Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :— That the 
parties be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


Resolution agreed to... Pome ia we a a oe ... 1049 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to, Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) 
Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill ; Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 2) Bill ; Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill ; Market Drayton Gas Bill, with- 
out Amendment. 


Amendments to, Wellington (Salop) Gas Bill [Lords] without Amend- 
ment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An Act for extending the 
operation of and amending the Union of Benefices Act, 1860, and for the 
disposal of unnecessary chapels of ease.” [Union of Benefices Act (1860) 
Amendment Bill (Lords). | 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to authorise the Chatham and 
District Light Railways Company to construct tramways and tramroads and 
other works ; and for other purposes.” [Chatham and District Light Rail- 
ways Bill (Lords). } ae ee ia ee ne ree sai ; 


Chatham and District Light Railways Bill | Lorps].—Read the first time ; 


and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Priva‘e Bills 
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PETITIONS. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’s SISTER BILL.—Petitions against : from 
Brighton ; and Wallasey ; to lie upon the Table : oe oes 


Pusiic LIBRARIES.—Petition from York, for alteration of law ; to lie upon the 
Table a oe x ne ‘ive ‘ne 


Pusiic Houses (Hours oF CLosine@) ssinttenaabinde BILL.—Petition from eda 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table oe ‘ 


SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors ON SUNDAY BILL.-—Petition from Bradford, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table... ao “ 


CuurcH DiscipinE Bill.—Petitions against: from Teddington ; Wallasey ; 
Brighton ; Lewisham ; hotels and Dcacaisaiam titi to lie upon the 
Table ws saa ” 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour: from Perth; and 
Auchterarder ; to lie upon the Table ... ies “ 


LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION FOR NON-RENEWAL) BiLL.—Petition from 
Perth, against ; to lie upon the Table... waa ae ar 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) AcTS AMENDMENT BILL.— Petition from Newmilnes, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table... “i uv na zn ae 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
SoutH AFrrica.—Copy presented, of Minutes of Proceedings of the South 


African Customs Union Conference held at Bloemfontein, March, 1903 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table ; ; . ; ‘a 


PROSECUTION OF OFFENCES ACTS, 1879 AND 1884.—Address for “ Return show- 
ing the Nope of the Regulations made in 1836 for carrying out the 
Prosecution of Offences Acts, 1879 and 1884, with Statistics setting forth 
the number, cost, and results of the Proceedings instituted by the Director 
in accordance with those Regulations from the lst day of January, 1902, 
to the 31st day of December, 1902 (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 154, of Session 1902).”—(Mr. Cochrane.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


EMPLOYMENT OF YOUNG CHILDREN ON TEA ESTATES IN CEYLON.—Question, 
Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ays 


Cryton TAXATION CoMMITTEE REPORT.—Question, Mr. Schwann; Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain f iss ee aie Be sa ea 


Septic TANKS—DANGER OF EXPLOSIONS.—Question, Sir John Rolleston 
(Leicester) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long ia on 


VIVISECTION RETURN—DATE OF PUBLICATION. re Dr. ee naeene 
ampton) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas “ ek 


NAVAL CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMME.—Question, Mr. James Hope (Fife, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster “ ree ae ah ty Se 


SaLe oF IrIsH LAND—BONUSEs. Ateupaittie Mr. Charles st (Antrim, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson .. , ; ‘6 ae ” ‘ak 
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Page 


ve GOVERNORSHIPS OF IRISH PRISONS. ene Mr. en Devlin (Galway) ; ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ‘ “ae 7 ‘ 

: INQUIRY INTO INCREASE OF LUNACY IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Samuel 

0 Young (Cavan, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham bie ies . 1054 

| TrisH Poor Law Mepicat OFFICERS.—Question, Dr. Thompson (Monaghan, N.) ; 

2 Answer, Mr. Wyndham : bea ess = ase ose .- 105 


| PRESERVATION OF BiG GAME IN AFRICA.—Question, Sir basen? mpeg Karr (St. 
1 Helens) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain . re 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


1 
BritisH INVESTMENTS ABROAD.—Question, Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Ritchie, 
1 Croydon) ” és we oan Sis at me ais in 


IrisH Poor Law 
Green) ; Answer, The Attorney- eaneael for Ireland Ty Atkinson, London- 
1 derry, N.) ove és “ sc at 





THE Fiscat PoLicy OF THE EmMpireE.—Questions, Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, 

l Spalding), Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rusheliffe), and Mr. Edmund 
Robertson (Dundee) ; Answers, The Prime Minister and First Lord of the 

Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ine a 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE.—Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour... # s wy oi ae = 


SELECTION.—Mr. WODEHOUSE reported from the Committee of Selection : That 
l they had nominated the following five Members to serve on the Joint 
Committee of Lords and Comz::ons on the Port of London Bill: Mr. 
Baldwin, Mr. Laurence Hardy, s:r Alexander Henderson, Mr. Mellor, and 
Mr. Russell Rea. 


Report to lie upon the Table .. 
NEW BILL. 


Shops (No. 2) Bill.—‘ To amend the law relating to shops,” presented by Sir 
Charles Dilke ; supported by Mr. John Burns, Mr. Flower, Mr. Lloyd- 
George, Mr. Kemp, Mr. M‘Crae, Mr. Melville, Mr. Nannetti, Sir Barrington 
Simeon, and Mr. Tennant ; to be read a second time upon F riday, and to 

be printed [ Bill 244.] .. . mi a ; 


Irish Land Bill. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


Clause ] :— 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 1, line 15, to leave out from the word ‘advance’ to the 
end of Sub-section (2), and insert the words ‘ provided that the pur- 
chase annuity payable under this Act will be, in the case of the 
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purchase of a holding, subject to a judicial rent fixed or agreed to 
since the passing of the Act of 1896, not less than 15 per cent. below 
the existing rent, and in the case of the purchase of a holding subject 
to a judicial rent fixed before that date, or of a holding which is not 
subject to a judicial rent, but the tenancy in which is one to which, 
in the opinion of the Land Commission, the Land Purchase Acts 
apply, not less than 25 per cent. below the existing rent.’”— 
(Mr. John Redmond.) 


Question again proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out, to the 


word ‘or’ in line 18, stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, FE.) ... a 
Colonel Saunderson (Armagh, N.) ... a 7 ae 
Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, Berwick)... se 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ... 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8S.) ... one ina =e 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) ... 

Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) 

Mr. Wood (Down, FE.) ... ae Sa 

Mr. Fletcher Moulton (Cornwall, Launceston) 

Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) —... ‘i 

Mr. John Morley (Montrose Burghs) Gs 

Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland)... 

Mr. T. W. Russell ... sis ile on 

Mr. Wyndham cd 

Mr. John Redmond - 

Mr. Blake (Longford, 8.) ... ve 

Mr. Gordon (Londonderry, 8.) sei 

Mr. Harrington (Dublin, Harbour 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 


make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 





EVENING SITTING. 


Irish Land Bill. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


Clause 1 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 15, to leave out from the word ‘advance’ to the 
end of Sub-section (2), and insert the words ‘ provided that the purchase 
annuity payable under this Act will be, in the case of the purchase of 
a holding, subject to a judicial rent fixed or agreed to since the passing 
of the Act of 1896, not less than 15 per cent. below the existing rent, 
and, in the case of the purchase of a holding subject to a judicial rent 
fixed before that date or of a holding which is not subject to a judicial 
rent but the tenancy in which is one to which in the opinion of the 
Land Commission the Land Purchase Acts apply, not less than 25 per 
cent, below the existing rent.’”—(Mr. John Redmond.) 
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Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out, to the word 
‘or,’ in line 18, stand part of the Clause.” 





Mr, Harrington .., ae eee Ota 
Mr. 7. L. Corbett (Down, N.) 

Mr, Claney (Dublin Co., V.) 

Mr, Samuel Young (Cavan, E.) 

Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ... om 

Mr. Herbert Robertson (Hackney, 8.) 

Mr. Kilbride (Kildare, S.)... a 

Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) ‘inl 

Mr. Swift Macneil, (Donegal, 8.) 

Mr. Macveagh (Down 8.) ... oe 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 217 ; Noes, 176. (Division List No. 118.) 
Mr. 7. W. Russell 


t Amendment proposed —— 


“Tn page 1, line 18, to leave out from the figures ‘ 1896,’ to the 
word ‘if,’ in line 21."-—(Mr. 7’ W. Russell.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. Wyndham - 
Mr. 7. M. Healy ... 
Mr. Dillon ... 


Question put, and negatived. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Motion made—That the Committee do report Progress, and ask leave to 
sit again. 

Committee report Progress ; to sit again To-morrow. 


IrIsH LanD [ADVANCES, ETC. ]. 


Resolution reported.—“ That, for carrying out the provisions of any Act of 
the present session to amend the law relating to the occupation and 
ownership of land in Ireland, it is expedient— 


(a) To authorise the creation of capital stock for raising money 
required for the Irish Land Purchase Fund and the Land 
Purchase Aid Fund, and to authorise the National Debt 
Commissioners to borrow and lend money for the purposes 
aforesaid, and to charge on the Consolidated Fund the pay- 
ment of the dividends on such stock so far as not paid out of 
the income of the Irish Land Purchase Fund, and to authorise 
the payment out of money to be provided by Parliament of 
sums sufficient to pay the dividends and Sinking Fund 
required for the Land Purchase Aid Fund. 


(b) To authorise the payment out of money to be provided by 
Parliament of the salaries of the Estates Commissioners, the 
Public Trustee, and of officers, and persons employed by them, 
and of certain expenses of the Land Commission ; and 
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(c) To authorise the payment out of the Consolidated Fund of 
superannuation allowances to certain Land Commissioners.” 
Resolution agreed to. ... ove eee one ove ove ase ose 


Guinea Postal on =~ -Read a second mn, and committed for Socal 
A next. eco eee bce ‘ 


Adjourned at four minutes after Twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS, WEDNESDAY, 1l7taH JUNE, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Winchester enna ane on _. —Lords Amendime 1ts considered, and ieee 
to we ee - ess 


Wirral Railway _ cient —As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time eS wee ees a 


Metropolitan Police Provisional Order Bill.—Reported, without Amend- 
ment [Provisional Order confirmed] ; — to lie desea the Table.—To 
be read the third time To-morrow 


PETITIONS. 


Cuurcn DiscipLine BiLt.—Petitions against ; from Clevedon; Sidcup; and 
Birmingham (two) ; to lie upon the Table we aoe 





LICENSING (SCOTLAND) AcTS AMENDMENT BILL.—Petitions for alteration ; from 
Hurlford ; and Roberton ; to lie upon the Table ve 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED Wire's Sister BILL.—Petitions es from 
Oxford ; and Durham ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PROSECUTION OF OFFENCES ACTS, 1879 AND 1884.—Return presented, relative 
thereto [Address 16th June— Mr. pita to lie 7 the satin and 
to be printed. [No. 209.] iain 


‘TkapDE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES). — Copies arrow of Diplomatic and 
Consular — Annual Series, Nos. 2996 to 3000 [by eimauas i to lie 
upon the Table . x A 


East AFRICA siintiininei iat for “ iiaidle iil the names of the 
firms or individuals to whom concessions have been grauted in East Africa or 
Uganda ; the exact nature and terms of those concessions ; and the exact 
localities and areas of their operation.” —(Mr. Malcolm.) 


ImrorTs AND Exports.—Return ordered, “showing the imports and exports of 
the United Kingdom with foreign countries, self-governing colonies, India, 
and other British possessions separately, for the ats 1881-5, 1886- 90, 
and for each year since.”—(Mr. Lambert.) 


Pusitic INCOME AND EXPENDITURE.—Return ordered, “ of net i alts income 
and net public expenditure under certain specified heads, as represented by 
receipts into and issued out of the Exchequer from 1880-81 to 1902-3, 
inclus:\@ (in continuation of Parliamentary Fuk: No. 3 23, of Session 1902.” 

—(Sir Henry Fowler.) . ; ; ea 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


UNAUTHORISED BARONETS.—Question, Sir John er (Gloucestershire, 
Tewkesbury): Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas ... ‘ : “a ... 1158 


AREAS OF PARLIAMENTARY DIVISIONS.—Question, Mr. H. J. nh eas 
W.R., Holmfirth) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas... . ae «-. 1159 


BoarD OF EDUCATION GRANTS AND CONTRIBUTIONS. er Mr. H. J. 
Wilson; Answer, Mr. Arthur Elliot ... es rip : : ... 1159 


British CEMETERY AT CORFU. ae Mr. Brotherton (Winkfield) ; 
Answer, Lurd Cranborne we ee FA YY a ... 1159 


Time Limit oF TELEPHONE TRUNK CALLS.—Question, Mr. Brotherton; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain At el ied nae Aye “6 ... 1160 


UNDERGROUND TELEGRAPH CABLE TO WOLSEFIELD. vm, Mr. Brotherton ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain _... wae tea ra oe ... 1160 


SCHOOLS UNDER SecTION 1—EpDuCATION MINUTE OF 28TH MAy.—Question, 
Mr. Chas. Douglas (Lanarkshire, N.W.); Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 1161 


Rzaistry oF Derps Orricer, DusLtin—Cuier CLERKSHIP.—Question, Mr. 
T. M. Healy (Louth, N.); Answer, Mr. Elliot ee Ran ole .. 1161 


BoarD OF AGRICULTURE—PROMOTION OF TEMPORARY CLERK TO A STAFF 
APPOINTMENT. —Question, Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham _...._ 1161 


[Irish Poor Law [Nquiry—PRINTING OF EVIDENCE.— Question, Mr. Nannetti 
(Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... Joa ee sos, LGD 


EVENING SCHOOLS IN [RELAND—DzLAY IN PAYMENT OF TEACHERS’ SALARIES. 
—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell (Kerry, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 1162 


SoutH AFrricAN War MEDALS. iawncsieiie Sir John ity saemeae ie Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick ... sae sind - an .. 1163 


ARMY—PROMOTION OF COLONELS. Ricsoresere, se rae merts wapicesnans 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick . = oes - .. 1163 


Home SERVICE FOR 2ND BATTALION, RoyaAL DvuBLIN FUSILIERS.—Question, 
Mr. Charles Craig (Antrim, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick _... bia ... 1164 


Women oN Epucation COMMITTEES.—Question, Mr. J. H. Lewis (Flint 
Boroughs) ; Answer, Sir William Anson fon os ion is ..» 1164 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


ConDEMNED Army RAtTIONS.—Questions, Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.), Mr. William 
Redmond (Clare, E.), Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Ty ‘dvil) and Mr. Eugene 
Wason (Clackmannan and Kinross) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for 
War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) on as at dee ... 1165 


ENLISTMENT OF Recruits.—AGE REGULATIONS.—Questions, Mr. Pirie; Answers, 
Mr. Brodrick ... Sule sis bbe ite ott ben ine ... 1166 


Army VETERINARY DePARTMENT. asierte — Norton tet: W. Di 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ve ; . 1167 
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GUNNERY IN THE MEDITERRANEAN FLEET.—Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; 
Answers, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 


EFFICIENCY IN NAVAL GUNNERY.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answer, Mr. 
Arnold-Forster . P BE uP ~ we As a3 - 


Navat Capets.—Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles and Mr. Swift MacNeill 
(Donegal, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Arnold Forster : ‘ 


NAVAL MEDICAL AND ACCOUNTANT OFFICERS.—Question, Mr. O'Doherty 
(Donegal, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold Forster... ‘a ee “i ms 


GREAT BRITAIN AND SERV1A.—Questions, Mr. William Redmond, Mr. Gibson 
Bowles, and Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stowmarket); Answers, The Prime 
Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, £.) 


INTERFERENCE WITH BRITISH FISHERMEN ON THE DuTCH CoAsts.—Question, 
Mr. Doughty (Gt. Grimsby) ; Answer, The Under a of State for 
Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester)... ‘ 


MiNistRY OF ComMERCE.—Question, Mr. Hoult (Cheshire, ‘onnnay ; Answer, 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) sy se 


THE FiscaL INQUIRY. es Mr. Soares seienatats Barnstaple) : Answer, 
Mr. Ritchie + ons _ re ee ‘ 


BovinE TUBERCULOSIS—REPORT OF RoyAL CoMMISSION.—Question, Mr. Field 
(Dublin, St. Patrick); Answer, The President of the Local Government 
Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol §. ? . ‘ 


Light Dues RepvuctTIoNs..—Question, Mr. Charles M’Arthur (Liverpool, 
Exchange) ; Answer, The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) ‘ aoe a oe ‘ 


TRADE STATISTICS. iain Mr. inane ssi seit sities Mr. Bonar 
Law > : a i 


Duties oN British Goops ABROAD.—Questions, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, 
South Molton), Mr. Gibson Bowles, Mr. Herbert Samuel scaaaacie Cleve- 
land) and Mr. Humphreys-Owen (Montgomeryshire) - 


CASTLECOMER AND KILKENNY TRAMWAY.—Question, Mr. O’Mara (Kilkenny, 
S$.) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


LONDONDERRY AND DONEGAL UNION BouNDARIEs. iiamiebieas Mr. O’Doher ty 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham , <i ‘ 


VAGRANCY IN IRELAND.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham nee ue be me sn i 


Tue LAND Bitt AND LIFE ANNUITANTS. Sater Mr. Edward Mitchell 
(Fermanagh, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham “a vs ho 


Sout ANTRIM REGISTER OF VOTERS. eaniie Mr. Wood sai B); 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham es 3 wa nee 


PLANTER TENANTS AND DERELICT FARMS. acme Mr. J. P. Farrell (Long- 
ford, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham Ew ; 
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CorGLAss AND COMAKELLY TOWNLAND TENANTS.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham “os oa ss : i. os 


Potato SPRAYING IN County KeErry.—Questions, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell 
(Kerry, W.) and Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham es 


InisH PusLic DEPARTMENT AUDITS.—Question, Mr. Field; Answer, The 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Arthur Elliot, Durham) wn 


AUDIT OF IRISH PuBLIC AccoUNTs.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Elliot 


IrnisH LiGHTS.—-Question, Mr. Mooney (Dublin Co., 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar 
Law wee ae Set ae as ae ie Pe me . 


PREFERENTIAL TARIFFS—MR. SEDDON’S SPEECH IN NEW ZEALAND.— Question, 
Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) ; Answer, The roennee of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, _ * aoe ; 


THE GOVERNMENT Fiscal INQuiRy.— Questions, Mr. Labouchere, Sir H. 
Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) Mr. Lloyd George (Carnarvon 
Boroughs), and Sir Charles ~Dilke “ (Gloucestershire, Forest of . 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


CANADA AND THE GERMAN TARIFF.—Question, Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour at & 


New SoutH WALES AND THE GOVERNMENT DECLARATIONS. —Questions, Sir H. 
Campbell-Bannerman ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... tie i , 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE.—Questions, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) and Mr. 
Delany, (Queen’s County, Ossory) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham a 


New SoutH WALES GOVERNMENT AND PREFERENTIAL TARIFFS—MOTION For 
ADJOURNMENT.—Sirn H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN (Stirling Burghs) rose in 
his place and asked leave to move the adjournment of the House for the 
purpose of discussing a definite matter of urgent public importance, viz., 
“the misunderstanding created in the mind of the Government of the 
colony of New South Wales by the speeches of the Prime Minister and the 
Colonial Secretary, and the necessity of making it clear to the Government 
of New South Wales that these speeches are isolated expressions of opinion 
to which the Cabinet is in no way committed ;” and the pleasure of the 
House having been signified, 


The Motion stood over, under Standing Order No. 10, until the Evening 
Sitting this day et aia hie és ses 


SELECTION.— Mr. HALSEY reported from the Committee of Selection : That they 
had discharged the following Member from the Joint Committee of Lords 
and Commons on the Port of London Bill: Sir Alexander Henderson ; 
and had appointed in substitution : Sir Charles Renshaw. 

Report to lie upon the Table ... : : 


Union of Benefices Act (1860) Amendment Bill [Lorps].—Read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 247. } ne one se és oa ae 5% 
Post Office Sites Bill—Ordered, That Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Sir Thomas 


Firbank, and Mr. Rose be Members of the Select Committee on the Post 
Office Sites Bill —(Str Alexander Acland-Hood.) ; 
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Public Offices (Dubiin) Bill.— Ordered, That Mr. Elliot, Mr. Boland, and Mr. 
Charles Allen be Members of the Select Committee on the Public Offices 
(Dublin) Bill.-—(Sir Alewander Acland-Hood.) ea hie : 1187 

Irish Land Bill. 


Considered in Committee. 











[In the Committee. ] 


[Mr. J. W. LowTHER (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 





Clause 1 :— 


Mr. J. B. Farrell (Longford, N.) ... me ‘ae sa - .. 1187 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 1, lines 21 and 22, to leave out the words ‘ and perpetual 
rent-charge.’”—(Mr. J. B. Farrell.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause.” 


Mr. William O Brien (Cork) fit ie -- 1190 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. W yndham, 1 Dow ms ‘al tthe w» 1191 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ... ke na --- 1192 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) ... 5 “aa its ob .» 1195 
Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon-Trent) ... re iis sa ine .» 1196 


Question put, and negatived. 
Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. John Redmond <r oon = sith _ ae -- 1197 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 23, to leave out the word ‘ten’ and insert the 
word ‘ fifteen.’”—(Mr. John Redmond.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ten’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) és os rey es ... 1198 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, BE.) ... ai ose is a ith .. 1200 
Mr. Butcher (York) me ra sii ee di ... 1202 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) one aia Ses at pie .-- 1203 
Colonel Saunderson (Armagh, N.)... ae ies ran us .-» 1204 
Mr. Harrington (Dublin, icine a eee wes on ..» 1205 
Mr. T. W. Russell .. en ee ee oe ..» 1205 
Mr. Emmott (Oldham) . ee se mie a ‘ne .-- 1205 
Mr. Wyndham __.. en sad oni én ci -- 1207 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) ah si — ne “ae ..» 1209 
Mr. Ashton (Bedfordshire, Luton)... aoe Po y bes .-. 1209 
Mr. Tomkinson (Cheshire, Crewe) ... wae wt ie si .-- 1210 
Mr. Flynn (Cork Co., N.) ... os se ht ver ma -3, 
Mr. O'Doherty (Donegal, N.) aon me aoe wis ie . 1211 
Mr. Duffy (Galway, 8S.) ... ies on ve owe wl .-» 1214 
Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.) .0 wa aoe ine He ve ee 1215 
Mr. O'Dowd (Sligo, S.) a. * om ia pets ‘ial ... 1215 


Mr. William Redmond (Clare, EB) re _ = ve ... 1216 
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Question put. 
Committee divided :—Ayes, 217; Noes, 174. (Division List No. 119.) 
Mr. John Redmond... . 1221 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page I, line 24, to leave out the word ‘ thirty’ and insert the 
word ‘ forty.’” —(Mr. John Redmond. ) 
Question proposed, “That the word “thirty ” stand part of the Clause.” 
Mr. Wyndham .. 1221 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... ... 1223 
Mr. Dillon.. ... 1225 
The Attorney. General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, ‘¥. " . 1228 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor os esi a ... 1231 
Mr. T. W. Russell . : oo. 1233 
Mr. T. M. Healy . 1234 
Question put. 
The Committee divided:—Ayes, 214; Noes, 156. (Division List No. 120.) 
And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
‘make his Report to the House. 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 
EVENING SITTING. 
New SouTH WALES AND PREFERENTIAL TARIFFS—MOTION FOR ADJOURN- 
MENT (UNDER STANDING ORDER No. 10.) 
Sir H,. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) . 1241 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this House do now adjourn.” 
—(Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman.) 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, #) . 1249 
Sir Charles Dilke ee Forest a wee & ».. 1254 
Mr. Robson (South Shields) 2 . 1256 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) , . 1262 
Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, Berwick) 1264 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies(Mr. J. heantesetanctl Bin irmingham W. ‘) 1267 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) . ‘ . 1272 
Question put. 
House divided :—Ayes, 132; Noes, 252. Division List, No. 121 ) 
Irish Land Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. } 
Clause 1 :— 
Mr. Duke (Plymouth)... ove _ one - 1277 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In Page 1, line 23, after the word ‘ ten’ to insert the words ‘ per 
cent. below the existing rent, but will be more than thirty per cent. 
below the existing rent, and the Land Commission are satisfied upon 
inquiry that the purchase price does not unduly affect the interests of 
the person entitled to the first estate in tail in remainder expectant on 
the estate of the vendor at the time of the proposed sale or any other 
remainderman or incumbrancer.’”—(Mr. Duke.) 








Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” . 


Mr. Wyndham ... wie whi “i si a om ... 1279 





Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. John Redmond... ‘es “i ne _ _ ais .. 1279 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page I, line 28, to leave out the word ‘twenty,’ and insert 
the word ‘twenty-five.’” (Jr. John Redmond.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘twenty’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. Wyndham __.... _ oie se ae on aie ... 1279 
Mr. Dillon ... ne es ae _ ae ai as aco bOtD 
Mr. Wyndham ee ian nie ae sila aah so «-- 1281 
Mr. Harrington... see wil a aie ‘eit = ... 1282 
Mr. T. W. Russell... seis baa ve Sai ssi sides os, £282 
Mr. John Redmond ae ie - Si = ou ove OOO 
Mr. Wyndham S44 aa sat it be gee ani ... 1283 


Motion made, and Question, “That the Chairman do report Progress ; and 
ask leave to sit again.” (Mr. John Redmond.) Put, and agreed to. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Military Lands Bill.—Considered in Committee, and weal as amended, 
to be considered upon Thursday, 25th June ... , oa ... 1284 


‘THE CANADIAN Pactric Mart ConTRACT. 


The Postmaster-General (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) ... 1284 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) .. ne yan .-. 1284 


Post Orrick (HALIFAX (OR QUELEC) AND Hone Kona Mari Contract).— 
Resolved, That the Contract with the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, 
dated the 12th day of October, 1901, for the conveyance of His Majesty’s 
mails, troops, and stores between Halifax (or Quebec) and Hong Kong, for 
the period from the 7th day of April, 1901, to the 6th day of April, 1906, 
printed in Parliamentary Paper, No. 21, of Session 1902, be ene 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) —... ‘ib . ; ws by ... 1284 


Poor Prisoners Defence Bill.—Ordered, That Mr. Arkwright and Mr. 
Nussey be added to the Select Committee on the Poor Prisoners Defence 
Bill.—(Sir Alerander Acland-Hood.) ... ase san ed ons ... 1284 


House oF CoMMONS (VENTILATION).—Ordered, That a Select Committee be 
appointed to inquire into the ventilation of the House. 
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Mr. Dillon, Dr. Farquharson, Sir Michael Foster, Mr. Goddard, Sir J. 
Batty Tuke, Mr. A. H. Smith, and Mr. Victor Cavendish were accordingly 
nominated members of the Committee. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, 
- and records, 


Ordered, That Three be the quorum.—(Sir Alexander Aclond-Hood.)... 1284 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve e’clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS, THURSDAY, JUNE 18tu, 1903. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied with ; 
Scottish Ontario and Manitoba Land Company [H.L.] ; Dover Corporation ; 
Merthyr Tydfil Urban District Council. 


Also the Certificates that no Standing Orders are applicable to the following 
Bills ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) ; Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 14); Local Government Provisional 


Orders (Poor Law). 


Also the Certificate that the further Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have not been complied with: Wigan Corporation 
Tramways. 


Also the Certificates that the Standing Orders applicable to the following 
Bills have been complied with ; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 10) ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 16). 


And also the Certificate that the Standing Orders applicable to the following 
Bill have not been complied with ; South Western and Isle of Wight 
Junction Railway [H.L.|—(Petition for additional Provision). 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table ... he rye ee sx boOe 


Plymouth Corporation Bill.—Report from His Majesty’s Attorney-General 
received, and ordered to lie on the Table __... ae ey sh Be 


New Hunstanton Improvement Bill.—The Chairman of Committees in- 
formed the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn; The 
orders made on the 26th of May last and the 15th instant discharged, and 
Bill committed for Tuesday next en -. 1285 


Wood Green Urban District Council Bill —Committed ; The Committeeto 
be proposed by the Committee of Selection ... a ae iad «-. 1285 


AR 


Gas Light and Coke Company Bill.—Reported, with an Amendment ... 1286 


Ipswich Gas Bill ; Bournemouth Gas and Water Bill [u.L.]; Great Eastern 
Railway Bill ; Nelson Corporation Bill,—Reported, with Amendments”... 1286 


South Western and Isle of Wight Junction Railway Bill [n.1.] (Petition 
for additional provision) ; Wigan Corporation Tramways Bill.—Examiner’s 
Certificates of non-compliance with the Standing Orders referred to the 
Standing Orders Committee on Tuesday next a ei oe ... 1286 
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West Cumberland Electric Tramways Bill.—Read 2*, and committed ... 1286 


Seaforth and Sefton Junction Railway Bill.—Read 2°, and committed. The 
Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection ... . 1286 


Midland Great leneuanes hematite al omen _- —Read dint and com- - 
mitted ... 1286 


eae org Corporation Bill—Read 2*, and committed. The Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection oe . 1286 


Lanarkshire and Dumbartonshire Railway Bill; South Yorkshire Joint 


Railways Bill.—Kead 2*, and committed _... . 1286 


Wolverhampton and Cannock Chase Railway (Extension of Time) Bill. 
—Read 2*, and committed. The Committee to be pe agen by the Com- 


mittee of Selection ba bey swe oa Pas .-» 1286 
Great Southern and Western Railway Bill.—Read 2*, and committed ... 1286 
Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda Railway Bill—Read 2°, and committed. 

The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection... . 1285 
Plymouth Corporation Bill —Read 2*, and committed. The Committee to be 

proposed by the Committee of Selection... : 08 ee ... 1286 
Woolwich Borough Council Bill; Great Northern, Piccadilly, and agen 

Railway (Various Powers) Bill. ” Read 2°, and committed - 1286 
Great Western Railway Bill.—Read 2* and committed. The Committee to 

be proposed by the Committee of Seiection ... oss pe cas SBF 
Hainault Forest Bill.— Read 2*, and committed. The Committee to be pro- 

posed by the Committee of Selection... 9.4. se nee nee wee 1287 
London County Council (Money) Bill. —Read 2°, and committed ... a 
Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynamen Railway Bill.— Read 2°, and committed. 

The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection... o- 1287 
North-Eastern Railway Bill.— Read 2*, and committed. The Committee to 

be proposed by the Committee of Selection ... ose ann -- 1287 
Merthyr Tydvil Urban District Council Bill —Read 2° _... as ... 1287 
Blackheath and aeuauens mee seaaeane sight aad Read di: and 

committed “ . 1287 
Scottish Ontario and ee nate ee an a L. “]; Dover Cor- 

poration Bill.—Read 2*. 1287 

Derby Gas Bill [H.t.].—Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the Commons w- 1287 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [u.L.] ; Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 
Bill [H.1.].—Read 3* were to Order), and snag and sent to the 
Commons ois eos ewe ose eee 1287 


Water Orders Confirmation. Bill [4.1.].—Amendments ncaa inne 
to Order), and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow.. 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 14) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Order (No. 16) Bill ; Local 
er Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill.—Read 2* (according to 

rder) ... sie as ee os aes er ese sae =F 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—Amendments reported 
(according to Order), and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next be 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—House in Committee 
(according to Order): Bill reported without Amendment: Standing Com- 
mittee negatived, and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow... xe vest 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill ; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (Gas) Bill.—Read 2* (according to Order) 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole House on Monday next 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill; Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill ; Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of the Working Classes) Bill.—Read 
2* (according to Order) and Committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next oe vies ee ion , ‘ 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS— ANNUAL SERIES.— 
No. 2996. Brazil (Porto-Alegre). 
No. 2997. Russia (Odessa). 
No. 2998, Germany (Hamburg). 
No. 2999. China (Newchwang). 
No. 3000. Japan (South Formosa).... —... 


ALLOWANCES TO WITNESSES IN CRIMINAL PROsECUTIONS.—Report of the 
Departmental Committee appointed by the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department to inquire into the allowances to prosecutors and 
witnesses in criminal prosecutions ; with evidence and appendices. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN INDIA).-—Return of all loans raised in India chargeable 
on the revenues of India outstanding at the commencement of the half year 
ended the 31st March, 1903, with the rates of interest and total amount 
payable thereon, etc. ... we ese ne. set am a me 


SUPERANNUATION.—Treasury Minute, dated the 12th June, 1903, declaring that 
Frank Parham, Royal Laboratory Department, War Office, was appointed 
without a Civil Service certificate, through inadvertence on the part of the 
head of his department. 
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. 1288 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 1289 


Port OF LONDON BILL.—Leave given to the Joint Committee to hear parties 
interested by themselves, their counsel, agents, and witnesses, so far as the 
Committee think fit. The evidence taken before the Joint Committee 
from time to time to be printed, but no copies to be delivered except to. 
members of the Committee, and to such other persons as the Committee 


shall think fit, until further order. (No. 118.) vite = os ... 1289 
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NEW BILL. 


Royal Declaration Bill [4.L.]—A Bill to abolish the declaration required to 
be made by the Sovereign on his Accession was presented by the Earl 
Grey; read 1*; to be printed; and to be read 2* on Thursday next. 


(No. 119.) es ais om ver ae ae cee as ... 1289 
Naval Works Provisional Order Bill.—Read 2* teeanting to wie and 
committed to a Committee of the whole House To-morrow.. . 1289 


Musical Copyright Bill i. .L. ]|.—Amendments eaanines wean to caine 
and Bill to be read 2° To-morrow _... 1289 


Statute Law Revision (Scotland) Bill [H.L.].—Read 3° dhanediiens to puter 
and passed, and sent to the Commons : . 1289 


Justices of the Peace Bill [H.L.].—Amendments a. wameng § to 
Order), and Bill! to be read 3* To-morrow _... . 1289 


Coal Mines (Certificates) Bill. —Amendment ment aeting to cieeatn 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow pes 1289 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five o’clock, till To-morrow, 
half-past Ten o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMUNS: THURSDAY, 18TH JUNE, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Midland Railway Bill.—Lords Amendments considered, and agreed to 1290 


South Shields Corporation Bill—As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made ; Bill to be read the third time . it oni ... 1290 


STANDING ORDERS. 
Ordered, That so much of Standing Crder 91 as fixes five as the 
quorum of the Select Committee on Standing Orders be read and suspended. 


Ordered, That, for the remainder of the session, three be the quorum 
of the Committee. —(Mr. Halsey.) ... das ie is at ... 1290 


ALEXANDRA PARK AND PALACE [PETITION FoR Bit.]—Ordered, That Standing 
Order 70 be suspended, and that the Examiners have leave to sit and 
proceed To-morrow.—( Mr. Caldwell.) .. ae abe ar ... 1290 


Metropolitan aaa peeranene sand —_ —Read the third time and 
passed ... ; .-. 1290 


THe CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means ... 1290 


Hove, Worthing, and District Tramways Bill [Lorps]. — Report 
[16th June] from the Select Coramittee on Standing Orders read. 


Bill to be read a second time,—(Mr. Caldwell.) ses eee si ..- 1290 


Military Lands Provisional Orders Bill.—Reported, without Amendment 
[Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time Tc-morrow _.... aoe ‘hs 23! ... 1290 
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Local Government Provisional Order (No. 18) Bill.—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Order confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered To-morrow 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill.— Reported, with Amend- 
ments [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered To-morrow 


Hamilton Burgh Provisional Order Biil.—Reported, without Amend- 
ment [Provisional Order confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time To-morrow 


Broughty Ferry Gas Provisional Order Bill.— Reported, without Amend- 
ment [Provisional Order confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time To-morrow 


Ulster and Connaught Light Railways Bill; Belfast Water Bill [Lords] ; 
Shepshed Urban District Gas Bill rds]; Scunthorpe Urban District 
Water Bill [Lords] ; Southampton Harbour Bill [Lords].—Reported, with 
Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ‘6 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill.— Reported, 
with Amendments [Provisional Order relating to county of Dublin not 
confirmed. Remaining Orders confirmed]. [Title amended]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered To-morrow 


Croydon and District Electric Tramways Bill ; Harrow Road and Padding- 
ton Tramways Bill.—Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed oe ous ons wad ‘i ss 


Raitway Britis (Group No. 10).—Sir EDwARD STRACHEY reported from the 
Committee on Group No. 10 of Railway Bills ; That, for the convenience of 
parties, the Committee had adjourned till Monday next, at half past Eleven 
of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table ... 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—Local Government Provisional Order 
(Housing of the Working Classes) Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 1) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill, without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An Act to make further 
provision with respect to the arrangement of Polling Districts for the 
election of County Councillors.” [Polling Districts (County Councils) Bill 
(Lords). ] 


Also, a Bill, Intituled, “ An~Act to Amend the Law relating to the 
Arrangement of Polling Districts in Parliamentary Boroughs, [Polling 
Arrangements (Parliamentary Boroughs) (Lords). | 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act for incorporating and conferring 
powers on the Carmarthenshire E'ectric Power Company ” |Carmarthenshire 


Electric Power Bill (Lords).] ... 


Carmarthenshire Electric Power Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills boa £ 
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NEW BILL. 


Day Industrial Schools (Ireland) Bill.—“ To provide for the Establishment 
of Day Industrial Schools in Ireland,” presented by Mr. Harrington ; 
supported by Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. Patrick O’Bri ien, and Mr. Field ; to be 
read a second time = Wednesday, Ist } and to be printed. 
[Bill 249.} , ‘ : 

Aged Pensioners Bill.—-Ordered, That the Select Committee on the Aged 
Pensioners Bill be nominated ‘of Sir Alexander Hargreaves Brown, Mr. 
Channing, Mr. Crean, Mr. Flower, Mr. Goulding, Mr. John Hutton, Mr. 
Lloyd-George, Mr. Grant Lawson, Mr. O’Shee, Mr. Pemberton, Colonel 
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Skewes Cox. 

Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, 
and records. 

Ordered, that Five be the quorum.—(Sir Alexan ler Acland-Hood.) ... 
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SupeLy (13TH ALLoTrep Day.] 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. | 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS Estimates, 1903-4—-CLass IV.— 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding £808,828, 
be granted to His Majesty to complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 3lst day of March, 1904, for Public Education in Scotland, and for 
Science and Art in Scotland, including a Grant in Aid.” 


| 


The Lord Advocate (Mr, A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 
Mr, Thomas Shaw (Hawick Burghs. rae wed ee 
Mr. Shaw-Stewart (Renfrewshire, E.) 

Mr. Douglas (Lanarkshire, N.W.)... 

Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ais 

Sir Charles Renshaw (Ienfrewshire) 

Dr, Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.) 

Sir Mark Stewart (Kirkeudbrightshire) 

Mr. Black (Banffshire) —... a sa 

Sir. J. Stirling Maxwell (Glasgow College) 

Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs) 

Major Seely (Isle of Wight) 

Mr, Cromlie (Kincardineshire) das 

Mr. Hunter Craig (Lanarkshire, Govan) ... 

Mr. John Dewar (Inverness-shire)... 
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And, it being half-past Seven of the Clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 
Committee Report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 
EVENING SITTING. 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway (Transfer) Bill (By Orprr).- 
[THirp ReapinG. }—Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed—“ That the Bill be now read the 
third time.” 


Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton)... ies nd ‘- a. 1978 


Amendment proposed 


“To leave out from the word ‘ be’ to the end of the Question, and 
add the words ‘ recommitted to the former Committee.’ ”—(J/r. Claude 
Hay.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Mr. Jeffreys (Hants, N.) ... ie BS * es fos ... 1380 
Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 69 ; Noes 18. (Division List No. 122.) 
VOL. CXXIII. [Fourtu Series. ] h 
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Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 
Supp y [13TH ALLoTTEeD Day. | 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
{Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. | 
CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903—4.—CLAss LV. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£808,828, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1904, for Public Education in 
Scotland, and for Science and Art in Scotland, including a Grant-in- 


Aid.” 


Mr. John Dewar ee ees ide 
Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, WLR., Keighley) 
Mr. Harmsworth (Caithness-shire)... 
Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, FE)... 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) ... 
Col, Denny (Kilmarnock Burghs) .. 

Mr. A, Graham Murray 

Mr. Crombie 


eames 
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Motion made, and Questioi: proposed, “ That a sum not exceeding £808,728, 
be granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. Crombie.) 


Mr. Munro Ferguson 63 ; i 9 ~ ues . 1402 
Mr. John Dewar... Sak ais re Si Bat ey ... £462 


Mr. CALDWELL rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the Question 
be now put;” but the Chairman withheld his assent, and declined 
then to put that Question. Debate resumed. 


And, it being midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to 
the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 
Marine Store Dealers (Ireland) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
| Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. } 
Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 


Jr, Mae Veagh (Down, S.)... 
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Amendment proposed — 
“In page 2, line 14, after the word ‘article’ to insert the words, 
‘Provided that where articles of the same kind, value, and description 
wre on any particular occasion bought or sold in a lot,or parcel it will 
be sufficient to describe such lot or r parcel without describing each of 
the several articles comprising same.’ ” —(Mr. Mac Veagh.) 
(Juestion proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr, Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) ... . 1403 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Chairman do report Pro- 
gress, and ask leave to sit again.” 
Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ..- 1404 
Mr. Caldwell sos ae .-- 1404 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Committee report progress, to sit again upon Monday next. 
Adjourned at eight minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 19TH JUNE, 1903. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners 
that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have not been 
complied with : Alexandra Park and Palace. 
The same was ordered to lie on the Table 1405 
Great Northern Railway Bill.—The Lord Chancellor informed the House 
that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn: The orders made on the 
14th of May and Monday last discharged, and Bill committed . 1405 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [11.1.|.—Reported from the 
Select Committee with pean tt and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Monday next. 1405 
Mid Yorkshire Tramways Bill -~ L. |. —Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments wae ‘i ae me aad .» 1405 
Manchester Southern senage Bill ds L.]—Read 3", and passed, and 
sent to the Commons nas he me ihe ..» 1405 
Metropolitan Police Provisional Order Bill (No. 120).—Broughty Ferry 
Gas Provisional Order Bill (No. 121) ; Hamilton Burgh Provisional Order 
Bill (No. 122); Military Lands Provisional Orders Bill (No. 123) ; Brought 
from the Commons ; Read 1"; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners 1405 
Baker Street and Waterloo Railway (Transfer) Bill.—Brought from 
the Commons ; Read 1*, and referred to the Examiners . 1405 
St. Luke’s Church and Parish Quoad Sacra Edinburgh Order Con- 
firmation Bill [1.L.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to ... ..» 1405 
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Winchester Water and Gas Bill.— Midland Railway Bill ; Returned from 
the Commons with the Amendments agreed to. ¢ » Ss ee 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill.— Order of yesterday 
for the Commitment of the Bill to a Committee of the Whole House on 
Monday next discharged, and Bill committed : The Cummittee to be pro 
posed by the Committee of Selection ... 


Electric Lighting niet wanes ene oe be all Read 3* eeoapiing 


to Order), and passed . 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill [1.. } —Read 3* (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons ee ee Bea ae = us 


Naval Work Provisional Order Bill.—Committee of the Whole House 
(which stands appointed for this day), put off to Monday next si 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Arrica No. 6. (1903.)—Report by His Majesty's Commissioner on the East 
Africa Protectorate ’ oF as i ude Des ‘ais 


WELLINGTON COLLEGE.—Report of the Governors, for the year ended the “1st 
December, 1902 ; with accounts ne dat a x 
Licgut Raitways Act, 1896. 


Orders made by the Light Railway Commissioners and modified and 
confirmed by the Board of Trade. 


Authorising the construction of lighi railways between Stockton Heath 
and Northwich, and elsewhere in the County of Chester. 


Authorising the construction of light railways’ in the County Borough 
of Warrington and in the parishes of Stockton Heath and Latchford With- 
out, in the | County of Chester. 


Authorising the construction of light railways in the County of Kent, 
in the County Borongh of Canterbury, and in the rural districts of Bridge 
and of Blean, and in the urban district of Herne Bay, 


Authorising the County Council of Middlesex to take lands for widening 
roads on which light railways will be laid in the parishes of Edgware, 
Finchley, Friern Barnet, Hendon, Kingsbury, Little Stanmore, Southgate, 
Tottenham, Willesden, and Wood Green, in the County of Middlesex. 


Authorising the compulsory purchase of lands for the purposes of the 
Cole and Trawden Light Railways Order, 1901, and for other purposes. 


Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


Bishoprics of Southwark and Birmingham Bill [H.1.].—-[Seconp Reap- 
ING. }--Order of the day for the Second Reading read. 


Lord Belper... 


Earl Spencer 


Second Reading postponed accordingly until Monday next. 
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PREFERENTIAL TARIFFS—GERMANY AND CANADA. 
The Earl of Camperdown .. . ... 1407 
Moved, That an humble address be presented to His Majesty for corres- 
pondence relating to the statement of the Secretary for Foreign Affairs, 
made on 15th June, that “it has been intimated by the German 
Government that if other British Colonies follow the example of 
Canada and give a preference to British imports, Great Britain 
ae Asie: oi gg 
probably will not be allowed to continue in receipt of the most-favoured- 
nation terms.” —(7'he Earl of Camperdown.) 
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 1412 
3 . gn 4, q 


Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


THE SERVIAN MASSACRE. 
Lord Newton ie a _ Ae ae woe 2OE 
The Marquess of Lansdowne ce oe aA ... 1416 
Earl Spencer 1x ae gc: aK cou BOTT 
The Duke of Rutland ne ~ gas oo aa) BaEO 


Musical Copyright Bill {11...}.—{Tuinp Reaptne.] 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 3*.—(The Burl of Lytton.) 
On Question, Motion agreed to. 


The Earl of Lytton... 563 ae ae i - ay ... 1418 


Amendment moved— 


“ After Clause 4, to insert as a new Clause, ‘If any person shall 
sell or offer for sale, or carry for the purpose of sale, in or through any 
street or public place, any pirated copy of any musical work, such per- 
son may be apprehended by any constable without warrant, if the true 
name and address of such person are not known to, and cannot. then 
reasonably be ascertained by, the constable, and on the request in 
writing of the apparent owner of the copyright in such work, or of his 
agent thereto authorised in writing, and at the risk of such owner, and 
shall be taken as soon as reasonably may be before a Court of summary 
jurisdiction to be dealt with according to law.’”—(The Earl of Lytton.) 


Lord Belper an wi = as ... 1419 
On Question, Amendment agreed tv. 
The Earl of Lytton ; : si is se ach ... 1419 


Amendment moved— 

Clause 6, to leave out Sub-sections 3 and 4, and to insert as a new 
Sub-section : ‘This Act and the Musical (Summary Proceedings) Copy- 
right Act, 1902, shall extend to the Isle of Man (and all penalties re- 
coverable and all acts authorised to be done by, or in any Court of 
summary jurisdiction in the island, may be recovered or done before 
or by a high bailiff, or two justices of the peace).’”—(7he Earl of 
Lytton). 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Moved, That the Bill do pass.—(7he Earl of Lytton). 


On Question, Motion agreed to, and Bill sent to the Commons. 
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Justices of the Peace Bill [u. ees a cenccinaas to —— and 
passed, and sent to the Commons sa ce 3490 


Coal Mines Certificates Bill.—-Read 3*, with the eee, and a geel, 
and returned to the Commons.. 20 paee 


House adjourned at ten minutes past Five o'clock, to Monday 
next, a quarter before Eleven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 19TH JUNE, 1903. 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BiLts [LorDs] STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMPLIED WitH.—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading there- 
of, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are appiic- 
able thereto, hay been complied with, viz. :— 

Willesden Urban District Council Bill [Lords] ; Didcot, Newbury, and 
Southampton Railway Bill on: Scottish American Mortgage 
Company, Limited, Bill [Lords] ; Fife Electric Power Bill { Lords] ; 
Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire Tramways Bill pet Liver- 
pool University Bill [Lords] ; Barry Railway Bill [Lords]; Taft 
Vale Railway Bill [Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time eit - is ... 1420 


Private Bitt Petitions (STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petition for the following Bill the 
Standing Orders have not been complied with, viz. :— 
Alexandra Park and Palace Bill. 
Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders rm i m= site ea ne vite ... 1420 


Private Bits [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
not ComPLiep witH).—-Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, “the Standing Orders not previously inquired ate, and which are 
applicable thereto, have not heen complied with, viz. 


Rochester Corporation ‘Tramways and hissianieiiaiins Bill | Lords] 
Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing 


Orders me bic he 7 ic ‘SA aie *3 .«« £4230 
Harrogate Water Bill |Lorps|; Rickmansworth Gas Bill egies —As 
amended, considered ; to be read the third time ee , . 1421 


Broughty Ferry Gas Provisional Order Bill ; Hamilton Burgh Provisional 
Order Bill; Military Lands Provisional Orders Bill.—Read the third time, 
and passed ee ay y say a rae ‘i ses ... 1421 


Derby Gas Bill [Lorps]; Manchester Southern Tramways Bill [Lorps].— 
Read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills fe poe: ze fos ane oe vai ve ve i FS 
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Gas Orders Confirmation (No. i) Bill |Lorps].—Read the first time ; 


referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 250. } a wai ~ sins Pa es ae sind » 1421 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time ; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed 


[ Bill 251. ] we ane : stirs ee sa wos: RAST 


St. Luke’s Church and Parish 2, gas e Sacra, Edinburgh, Order 
Confirmation Bill agit ps].—Read the third time, and aime without 


Amendment one ; stg A wie, 142] 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill.—As amended, con 
sidered, to be read the third time upon Monday next ts . £421 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. ins Bill.—Considera 
tion, as amended, deferred till Wednesday next —... .. 1421 


Local Government Provisional Order (No. 18) Bill.—As amended, con- 
sidered, to be read the third time upon Monday next a a »» 1421 


ALEXANDRA PARK AND PALACE.— Petition for Bill; referred to the Select 
Committee ou Standing Orders we wi ; ” sss . 1421 


PETITIONS. 


Burcu PoLice (ScoTLAND) BiLL.—Petition from Perth, for alteration ; to lie 
upon the Table ... uae aes ae = eos im Med ... 1421 


Cuvurcu DiscipLine Bitt.—Petitions against: from Tenterden ; Chichester ; 
Bristol ; Leytonstone ; and Southport ; to lie upon the Table ~ ... 1422 


County Courts JURISPICTION EXTENSION BiLL.—Petition from Southport, in 


favour; to lie upon the Table ... am i Es ie iis s+ 1432 
LICENCES (COMPENSATION FOR NON-RENEWAL).—Three Petitions from London, 
for legislation ; to lie upon the Table... ee on ahs .-. 1422 
LicenstnG LAw (COMPENSATION FOR NON-RENEWAL) BILL.—Petition from 
Callington, against ; to lie upon the Table... = ... 1422 
LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER BILL.--Petition from Callington, against ; 
to be laid upon the Table we: mn den =P ef oa a> $429 
LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER BILL, AND LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION 
FOR Non-RENEWAL) BiLt.—Petitions against: from Plymouth (six) ; and 
Basford ; to lie upon the Table “be ad ig i Ka nos ODD 
LICENSING (SCOTLAND) AcTs AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition from Bathgate, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ee ... 1422 
MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER BIiLi.—Petitions against: from 
Wateringbury ; and Southport ; to lie upon the Table __... oA .-. 1422 
PREVENTION OF CorrupTION BiLL.—Petitions in favour: from Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne ; Burnley ; Newmilns ; and East Greenwich ; to lie upon the 
Table. ios as # ‘ ‘a a sak a .-. 1422 
RATING OF MACHINERY BILL.—Petition from Westminster, in fevour; to lie 
1422 


upon the Table ... ae 71, rae o ie od aes ag 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILL.—Two Petitions from 
‘almouth, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... dia : 


Suops (EARLY CLosinG) BiLL.—Petition from Southport, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table se ‘a oe ox ive eas tes Sd ue 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Lucurt RatLways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of ‘Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light Railways in the county of Kent, in 
the county borough of Canterbury, and in the rural districts of Bridge and 
of Blean, and in the urban district of Herne Bay (Canterbury and Herne 
Bay Light Railway Order, 1903) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


LicHr Raitways Act, 1896.—-Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the County Council of Middlesex to take lands for widening 
roads on which Light Railways will be laid in the parishes of Edgware, 
Finchley, Friern Barnet, Hendon, Kingsbury, Little Stanmore, Southgate, 
Tottenham, Willesden, and Wood Green, in the county of Middlesex (County 
of Middlesex Light Railways (Lands) Orders, 1903) [by Command]; t» lie 
upon the Table ... " is an : ssh 


Ligure Raitways Acr, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of ‘Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light Railways between Stockton Heath and 
Northwich, and elsewhere in the county of Chester (Warrington and North- 
wich Light Railways Order, 1903) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Ligut Rainways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and confirmed by the Board’ of Trade, authorising 
the compulsory purchase of lands for the purposes of Colne and Trawden 
Light Railways Order, 1901, and for other purposes (Colne and Trawden 
Light Railways (Acquisition of Lands Amendment) Order, 1903) | by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table e 


Light Raitways Act, 1896. -Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light Railways in the county borough of 
Warrington and in the parishes of Stockton Heath and Latchford Without 
in the county of Chester (Warrington Corporation Light Railways Order, 
1903) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table... : é; 


Arrica (No 6, 1903).-—Copy presented, of Report by His Majesty’s Commissioner 
on the East Africa Protectorate {by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


WELLINGTON COLLEGE. —Copy presented, of Report of the Governors of 
Wellington College for the year ending 31st December, 1902, with Accounts 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ns i 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDs. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘ An Act for further promoting 
the Revision of the Statute Law by repealing Enactments which have ceased 
to be in force or have become unnecessary.” [Statute Law Revision (Scot- 


land) Bill { Lords. | 
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Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the Gas and Water Works Facilities 
Act, 1870, relating to Cobham Gas, Conisbrough Gas, Hailsham Gas, St. 
Ives ( Hunts) Gas, and Woking District Gas.” [Gas Orders Confirmation 
(No. 1) Bill (Lords. ] 

Also, a Bill, intituled “ An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 

made by the Board of Trade under the Gas and Water Works Facilities 
Act, 1870, relating to Brading Harbour District Gas, Crossgates, Halton, 
and Seacroft Gas, Herne Bay Gas, Pembroke Docks and Town Gas, and 
Riddings District Gas.” [Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords. ] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act for consolidating the capital of the 
Derby Gas Light and Coke ‘Company ; ; for enabling that. Company to raise 
additional capital ; and for other purposes.” [Derby Gas Bill [Lords] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to incorporate the Manchester 
Southern Tramways Company, and to empower that Company to make and 
maintain tramways and other werks in the county palatine of Lancaster 
and in the county of Chester ; and for other purposes.” [Manchester 
Southern Tramways (Lancashire) Bill [Lords], and Manchester Southern 
Tramways . weed Bill anit now “ Manchester Southern Tramways 


Bill [Lords.”] ... os ns wie — ve -. 1424 
PuBLic Accounts CoMMITTEE.—Third Report brought up, and read ; ee 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. |No. 212.] we ... 1425 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


INSPECTION OF “ REGISTERED PLACES” (CRUELTY TO ANIMALS AcT, 1876).— 
Question, Dr. Shipman (Northampton) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas... 1425 


SUFFRAGAN BISHOPS AND PAROCHIAL APPOINTMENTS.—Question, Mr. Channing 
(Northamptonshire, E.) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour Se oe «oe 2EDD 


Irish Licguts BoarpD—ReEport Or INSPECTIONS.—Question, Sir John Leng 
(Dundee) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law ... on ae ee so +» 1426 


PREFERENTIAL TARIFFS.—Question, Mr. Herhert Samuel es kshire, Cleveland) ; 
Answer, Mr. Bonar Law a pe a8 a id .» 1497 


Goops IMPORTED INTO THE UNITED KINGDOM READY FoR USE.—Question, 
Mr. Herbert Samuel ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law oa Sa bea iow, SOE 


HANWELL Poor Law ScHoots—DisMiIssaL OF Dr. BARRETT.—Question, Dr. 
Thompson (Monaghan, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham Pies nae .-. 1428 


ArMmY BLANKETS FROM SOUTH AFRICA AT WOOLWICH DoCKYARD.—Question, Sir 
Thomas Dewar (Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... 1429 


TELEGRAPHIC INTERRUPTIONS BETWEEN UNITED KINGDOM AND AUSTRALIA.— 
Question, Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 1429 


THE Paciric CABLE.—Questions, Sir John Colomb ; Answers, Mr. J. Chamberlain 1430 


Elementary Education Amendment Bill—{Tuirp Reapina. ].—Order for 
Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘ That the Bill be now read the third 


time.” 
Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University)... des ve ue ... 143] 
Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) aaa noe von ote we ... 1440 
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Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘be,’ to the end of the Question, in 
order to add the words ‘re-committed to a Select Committee.’ ”—(Sir 
John Gorst.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 


the Question.” 


Mr. Heywood Johnstone (Sussex, Horsham) 

Mr. Herbert Samuel ( Yorkshire, Cleveland) a me 

Sir J. Batty Tuke (Edinburgh and St. Andrews Universities)... 

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education capil William 
Anson, Oxford University) : “ nee 

Sir Joseph Leese (Lancashire, Accring gton)... 


Question put. 


The House divided: Ayes, 149; Noes, 87. (Division List No. 123.) 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Outdoor Relief (Pensioners) Bill—(‘Tuirp Reapina.].—Order read, for 
resuming adjourned debate on Question [12th June], “That the Bill be now 


read the third time.” 


Question again proposed. Debate resumed. 


Page 


.-» 1442 
. 1449 


1449 
1450 


. 1452 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.)... . 1455 
Col. Blundell (Lancashire, Ince) . 1457 
. 1458 


Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


County Courts Jurisdiction Extension Bill.—As amended (by the Standing 
Committee) considered. 


Sir Frederick Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 1, line 13, to leave out the words ‘ one hundred,’ and to 
insert the word ‘sixty.’”—(Sir Frederick Banbury.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words ‘one hundred’ stand part of the Bill.” 


. 1460 


Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8.) ... .» 1461 
Sir William Holland (Yorkshire, W.L., Rotherham) ... 1461 
Mr. Griffith Boscawen (Kent, Tunbridge) .. , ... 1461 
Sir James Woodhouse (Huddersfield) Te . 1462 
Mr. Samuel Roberts (Sheffield, Ecclesall) . ... 1462 
Mr. Duke (Plymouth) “ -- 1462 
Mr. Charles McArthur (Liverpool, " Exchange) ... 1464 
Mr. Eugene Wason (Clackmannan and Kinross) ... . 1464 
The Solicitor-General (Sir Edward Carson, Dublin t Unicersity) .. 1464 

. 1465 


Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.) 
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Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 197 ; Noes, 53. (Division List, No. 124.) 
Sir William Tomlinson (Preston) ... wP am es om .»- 1467 


Amendment proposed— 


“ That with actions brought within the limits of the jurisdiction 
of a County Court by the provisions of the Act and in which proper 
steps have been taken by either party to require a jury to be 
summoned Section 102 of the County Courts Act 1888 shall be read 
as if the word ‘twelve’ were substituted for five.’ ” 


Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea District)... a ia i ... 1469 
Mr. Cripps (Luncashire, Stretford) ha ve ve pee ... 1469 
Mr. Griffith Boscawen + ~ a si a _ ... 1470 
Sir Albert Rollit ... is oe wer ane sie jen . 1470 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich)... ia ae a we os ESTO 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“To leave out the word ‘twelve’ in order to insert the word 
‘nine.’ ”—(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment as amended agreed to. 
Sir Willium Tomlinson... si , eas wk yall oa SD 


Amendment proposed— 
‘“To omit Clause 4.” —(Sir William Tomlinson.) 


Sir Albert Rollit ... we is ee jin Pv sind ree 
Mr. Griffith Boscawen ae jes vee ne soe .» 1471 


Amendment agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘That the Bill be now read the 
third time.”—(Sir Albert Rollit.) 


Sir Edward Carson... ve oe igs Ay ve ... 1472 
Sir William Tomlinson on " sau ea ash osc BAUS 
Lord Hugh Cecil... ack ; ie ey es sa re 


And, it being half-past Five of the clock, the Debate’ stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed upon Friday next. 


Adjourned at twenty-seven minutes before Six o’clock till Monday 
next. 


END oF TABLE OF CONTENTS TO VOLUME CXXIII. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS 
Wednesday, 27th May, 1903. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 

East Ardsley Gas Bill. Lords Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


Blackheath and Greenwich District 
.. Electric Light Bill, Wolverhampton and 
= Cannock Chase Railway (Extension = 
= Time) Bill. As amended, considered ; 
be read the third time. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 6) Bill; Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill ; 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 11) Bill; Naval Works Provisional 
Order Bill. Read the third time, and 
passed. 


Drainage and Improvement of Lands 
(Ireland) Provisional Order. Bill to con- 
firm a Provisional Order under the 
Drainage and Improvement of Lands 
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GREAT BRITAIN 


KING 


AND IRELAND, 1N THE 
EDWARD VIL. 
SESSION, 

(Ireland) Act, 1863, and the Acts 


amending the same, relating to the 
Pallas River Drainage District in the 
county of Tipperary. Ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Arthur Elliot and 
Mr. Wyndham. 


Drainage and Improvement of Lands 
(Ireland) Provisional Order Bill. ‘To 
confirm a Provisional Order under the 
Drainage anu Improvement of Lands 
(Ireland) Act, 1863, and the Actsamend- 
ing the same, relating to the Pallas River 
Drainage District, in the county of 
Tipperary.” Presented, and read the first 
time ; to be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. (Bill 217.) 


Local Government Provisional Order 
(No. 18). Bill to confirm a Provisional 
Order of the Local Government Board 
relating to Wolverhampton. Ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Grant Lawson and 
Mr. Walter Long. 


Local Government Provisional Order 
(No. 18) Bill. ‘‘To confirm a Provisional 





Order of the Local Government Board 
A 








3 Petitions. 
relating to Wolverhampton.” Presented, 
and read the first time; to be referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. (Bill 218.) 


Hamilton Burgh Provisional Order. 
Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 
1892, relating to Hamilton Burgh Water 
and Town Hali. Ordered to be brought in 
by the Lord Advocate and Mr. Solicitor 
General for Scotland. 


Hamilton Burgh Provisional Order 
Bill. ‘To confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Burgh Police (Scotland) 
Act, 1892, relating to Hamilton Burgh 
Water and Town Hall.’ Presented, and 
read the first time; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. (Bill 219.) 


Grangemouth Water Order Confirma- 
tion. Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
under The Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Grange- 
mouth Water, ordered to be brought in 
by the Lord Advocate and Mr. Solicitor- 
General for Scotland. 


Grangemouth Water Order Confirma- 
tion Bill. “To confirm a Provisional 
Order under the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating 
to Grangemouth Water.” Presented, and 
read the first. time; to be read a second 


{COMMONS} 


Petitions. 4 


Lanarkshire Electricity and Refuse 
Destruction Order Confirmation. Bill 
to confirm a Provisional Order under 
the Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
land) Act, 1899, relating to Lanarkshire 
Electricity and Refuse Destruction. 
Ordered to be brought in by the Lord 
Advocate and Mr. Solicitor-General for 
Scotland. 


Lanarkshire Electricity and Refuse 
Destruction Order Confirmation Bill 
‘To confirm a Provisional Order under 
the Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
land) Act, 1899, relating to Lanarkshire 
Electricity and Refuse Destruction.” 
Presented and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Tuesday, 9th 
June, and to be printed. (Bill 222.) 


South Shields Corporation Bill. Re- 
ported, with Amendments; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


POLICE ANDSANITARY COMMITTEE. 
Mr. Heywoop JOHNSTONE — reported 
from the Police and Sanitary Committee 
that the parties promoting the Erith 
Tramways and Improvement Bill had 
stated that the evidence of Arthur Ellis- 
ton Collins, city engineer, Norwich, was 
essential to their case; and, it having 
been proved that his attendance could 
not be procured without the intervention 
of the House, he had been instructed 


time upon Tuesday, 9th June, and to be to move that the said Arthur Elliston 


printed. (Bill 220.) 


Edinburgh Corporation (Markets, 
Slaughter Houses, etc.) Order Confirma- 
tion. Bill to 


Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating 
to Edinburgh Corporation (Markets, 
Slaughter Houses, etc.). Ordered to be 
brought in by the Lord Advocate and 
Mr. Solicitor-Genera] for Scotland. 


Edinburgh Corporation (Markets, 
Slaughter Houses, etc.) Order Confirma- 
tion Bill. 


confirm a Provisional | 


Order under the Private Legislation) Ordered, that Arthur Elliston Collins 


Collins do attend the said Committee on 
Wednesday, 10th June, at half-past 
| eleven of the clock. 


do attend the Police and Sanitary Com- 
| mittee on Wednesday, the 10th day ot 
| June next, at half-past eleven of the 
| clock. 


| PETITIONS. 


“To confirm a Provisional | 


Order under the Private Legislation | 


Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating 
to Edinburgh Corporation (Markets, 
Slaughter Houses, etc.).” Presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Tuesday, 9th June, and to be 
printed. (Bill 221.) 


BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) BILL 


Petitions for alteration: from Ayr; 
and Dundee ; to lie upon the Table. 


COAL MINES REGULATION BILL. 


Petition from Mosley Common. in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 
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EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL. 
Petition from Edinburgh, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION FOR 
NON-RENEWAL) BILL. 
Petition from Edinburgh, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


PORT OF LONDON BILL. 
Petitions against (praying to be heard 
by Counsel) : 


Company ; to lie upon the Table. 


PORT OF LONDON BILL, 


Petition from London, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL, 
Petitions in favour: from Leyland 
and Farrington ; Stanbury ; Bletchley 
and Fenny Stratford; Wolverton ; 
Market-Harborough: Grangemouth ; 
Bonnyrigg ; Sawston ; Walton-le-Dale ; 
Colne ; Beswick; Blaydon; and, Fal- 
mouth ; to lie upon the Table. 
PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Dundee, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


TRADE DISPUTES BILL. 
Petition from Mosley Common, in 
tavour ; to lie upon the Table. 

COLLEGE CHARTER ACT, 1871 (OWENS 
COLLEGE, MANCHESTER, AND UNI- 
VERSITY COLLEGE, LIVERPOOL), 
Paper (presented 26th May) to be 

printed. (No. 174.) 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Copy presented, of (1) Associations 
constituted under ‘The Voluntary Schools 
Act, 1897 ; (2) Associat:d Schools and 
amounts of Aid Grant paid: (3) Un- 
associated Schools and amounts of Aid 
Crant paid, 1902-3 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE (AGRICUL- 
TURAL RETURNS). 

Copy presented, of Agricultural Re- 

turns for Great Britain, with Statistics 





from County Council | 
of Kent; and East London Railway | 


y 1903} Reports, &e. 6 
ifor the United Kingdom, British Pos- 
| sessions, and Foreign Countries for 
1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the 


| Table. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 

Copy presented, of Report by the 
| Chairman of Committees of the House 
of Lords and the Chairman of Ways 
/and Means in the House of Commons, 
under The Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, that they are of 
‘opinion that the provisions of the 
Scottish Central Electric Power Order, 
the Scottish Ontario and Manitoba Land 
Company, Limited, Order, and the 
Hutcheson’s Hospital and Mutcheson’s 
' Educational Trust Order are of such a 
character that they ought to be dealt 
with by Private Bills and not by Pro- 
visional Orders [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. (No. 180.) 


SUPERANNUATIONS. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 15th May 1903, declaring that for 
the due and efficient discharge of the 
duties of the office of Deputy Master and 
Controller of the Royal Mint, pro- 
fessional or other peculiar qualifications 
not ordinarily to be acquired in the Pub- 
lic Service are required [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRADE (FOREIGN COUNTRIES AND 
BRITISH POSSESSIONS). 

Copy presented, of Annual Statement 
| of the Trade of the United Kingdom with 
Foreign Countries and British Posses- 
sions for 1902. Volume II. [by Com- 

| mand]; to lie upon the Table. 

| Papers laid upon the Table by the 

| Clerk of the House :— 


| 
| 
{ 
/ 
} 
| 
| 


CHARITABLE! ENDOWMENTS (LON- 
DON). 

Further Return relative thereto 
(ordered 2nd August 1894.—Mr, Francis 
Stevenson) ; to be printed. (No. 181.) 
| 
MEDWAY CONSERVANCY. 


Copy of Statement of Receipts and 
Expenditure of the Conservators for the 
year ending 25th March 1903 [by Act}. 
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‘ Questions. 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS (LICENCES 
REFUSED). 

Address for ‘‘ Return of the number of 
victuallers’, beerhouse, and other iicences 
for the sale of intoxicating liquors the 
renewal of which has been refused at the 
general annual licensing meetings and 
adjournments thereof held in England 
and Wales during February and March, 
1903, showing in each case the ground 
of the refusal, especially where such 


ground was in any instance that the’ 


licence was not required; with the 
number of cases in which notice of 


appeal was given, and the result of such | 


appeal (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 141, of the present Session of 
1903.).”"—(Mr Cochrane.) 


EMIGRATION AND IMMIGRATION. 


Copy ordered, “ of Statistical Tables 
relating to Emigration and Immigration 
from and into the United Kingdom in 
the year 1902, and Report to the Board 
of Trade thereon.” —(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Irish Representation on Trades Disputes 
ommission. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether, in the appointment of 
the Trades Disputes Commission, he will 
see that a representative of Irish trades 
unionism is appointed. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) Tf the 
Commission were to be a large and repre- 
sentative one, the request of the hon. 
Member would be a proper matter for 
consideration. 


Payment of Pieceworkers. 

Mr. HUNTER CRAIG (Lanarkshire, 
Govan): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department if his attention 
has been called to the practice of employers 
of labour, particularly in the shipbuilding 
trade, when paying their pieceworkers, to 
hand each a sum of money to represent 
the amount earned, but refuse to give 
any details of the amount; and will he 
take steps to remedy this 
grievance. 


{COMMONS} 


alleged | 
| steps he is taking in the matter. 


Questions. 8 


(Answered by Mr Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) Some time ago I received a 
representation on the subject from the 
Boiler Makers’ and Iron Shipbuilders’ 
Society, representing the workmen in 
Glasgow, who ask that the “ particulars ” 
section of the Factory and Workshop 
Act, 1901, may be applied to the industry. 
I at once directed an inquiry into the 
matter, which is one of much difficulty. 
The inquiry is not yet concluded. 


Artificial Sewage Schemes. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) : 
To ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he will give a Return 
showing the number of sewage schemes 
by artificial process alone, the names of 
the authorities, with the amount of loan 
in each case. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) In 
consequence of the recommendation made 
by the Royal Commission on Sewage 
Disposal in their Interim Report, the 
Local Government Board have in some 
special cases made an exception to their 
ordinary rule, and have sanctioned loans 
for schemes of the kind referred to with- 
out requiring that the sewage shall be 
applied to land. The names of the 
authorities in these cases and the amount 
of the loans sanctioned are as follows—- 
Easington Rural District Council, £7,000 : 
Gorton Urban District Council, £21,519 ; 
Pontefract Town Council, £15,506 ; 
Blackwell Rural District Council, £6,840 ; 
Heywood Town Council, £21,500; I 
have of course not included in this state- 
ment cases in which the sewage is dis- 
charged directly into the sea or into tidal 
waters. 


Infected Army Blankets 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): 
To ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if he is aware that two 
consignments of Army blankets infected 
with typhoid germs reached the city of 
Nottingham ; that, although the Health 
Committee of the city took steps to pre- 
vent the further distribution of these 
blankets, some portions of the consign- 
ments in question had already been sold 
and distributed to villages in the neigh- 
bourhood ; and, if so, will he state what 








(Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I 
have communicated with the town clerk 
of Nottingham on the subject, who has 
informed me this morning that, in conse- 
quence of the action taken by the medical 
officer of health in notifying the persons 
in the villages referred to who purchased 
the blankets, the whole of these articles 
have been sent back to the firm in 
Nottingham who supplied them. The 
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town clerk adds that all the blankets | 
whichreached Nottingham, some hundreds | 


in number, are in process of disinfection. 


Anglesey Education Scheme.i 


Education whether, seeing that the 
Board of Education have given notice 
that they intend to amend the Anglesey 
intermediate scheme, he will consider 
the advisability of inserting provisions 
in the amended scheme to improve the 
financial position’ of the Beaumaris 
county school. 


(Answered hy Sir William Anson.) The 
amendment of the Anglesey scheme, 
of which notice 
confined to the extension of the age 
limit to which scholars may remain in 
the school, and is urgently required to 
remove a difficulty which has arisen in 
connection with the award of county 
exhibitions on the result of the ap- 
proaching sehool examinations. In 
the circumstances, the Board have 
decided not to endanger or delay 
the passing of the amendment by 
associating with it a question which 
would undoubtedly give rise to pro- 
longed discussion, and which, in the 
opinion of the Board, can only be solved 
by recourse to funds outside the 
operation of the county scheme. 


Illegal Trawling in Red Wharf Bay. 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH: To ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 


his attention has been called to the! 


fact that trawling operations are now 
carried on in Red Wharf Bay, contrary 
to regulations within 
limit; and, if so, whether he will take 
such measures as will ensure the 
discontinuance of the practice. 


10 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) No, 
Sir. My attention has not been called 
to trawling operations in Red Wharf 
Bay. The Lancashire and Western Sea 
Fisheries Committee have made by-laws 
for the regulation of trawling within 
their district, and any breaches of those 
by-laws should be brought to the notice 
of the Committee. 


(Questions. 


Alleged Grievances of Postal Telegraph 
Clerks. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
Toask the Postmaster-General if he can 


| state whether, seeing that the request of 
Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Board of | 


has been given, is | 


the London branch of the Postal 
Telegraph Clerks Association for 
personal interview for the purpose of 
asking for a revision of the scales of 
pay, and the desire that the claim for 
operators to receive a maximum salary 
of £190 per annum should be submitted 
to arbitration were refused ; and that a 
section of the staff some of them mem- 
bers of this Association, have been 
promised a personal interview since the 
announcement of the reference of the 
whole question to the consideration of 
five business men, he is now prepared to 
give the Association the same treatment 
as the more senior men, and settle the 
case by receiving the men and inquiring 
personally into the matters. 


a 


(Answered hy Mr. Austen Chainberluin.) 
All the facts in relation to the claim of 
certain operators in the Centra] Tele- 
graph Office to receive a maximum 
salary of £190 are well known to me; | 
have myself personally investigated their 
case, and have given a decision which, 
as far as | am concerned, must be con- 
sidered as final. Under these circum- 
stances, a personal interview upon the 
subject is unnecessary. 


Foreign Tobacco Imported into India— 
Proposed Duty. 


Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): To ask 


‘the Secretary of State for India if he 


the three-mile | 


wil] state the quantity and value of 
foreign tobacco imported into India; 
and whether, seeing that it is not liable 
to any duty except the general Customs 
duty charged on all imported goods, he 
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will consult the Government of India as 
to the advisability of imposing a duty 
on foreign and local grown tobacco, with 
a view to repeal wholly or in part the 
duty on salt in view of the effect of the 
restricted use of that article upon the 
prevalence of leprosy in India. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) The imports of foreign 
tobacco into India during the last two 
years were :—1901-2, 4,416,688  lbs., 
value, £300,158 ; 1902-3, 4,199,403 Ibs., 
value, £297,669. A tobacco excise or 
State monopoly in India has been fre- 
quently considered and rejected as im- 
practicable. Lord Herschell’s Indian 
Currency Committee reported in 1893 
that it would invoive constant and 
vexatious interference with the people, 
and that the cost of collecting and en- 
foreing the tax would be enormous in 
proportion to the sum realised 


Plague in India—Inoculation. 


Mr WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India if 
he will state the number of persons who 
have died of plague in the Punjab since 
the lst January last, and what per- 
centage of these persons were inoculated 
with plague serum. 


(Answered by Secretury Lord George 
Hamilton.) The number of persons who 
have died of plague in the Punjab, whose | 
population is 22,500,000, between the Ist 
January 1903, and the 2nd May (the 
latest date for which figures have been | 
received) is 141,789. The returns do) 
not distingnish deaths of inoculated 
persons from deaths of persons not in- | 
oculated. 


Somaliland Campaign—Agreements with 
Italy and Abyssinia. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : | 
To ask the Under Secretary of State tor | 
Foreign Affairs whether there is any 
agreement with regard to the war vow 
being waged in Somaliland either with 
{taly or with Abyssinia beyond what has 
been brought already under the cognis- 
ance of this House; and, if so, whether 
he will state what such agreement or 
agreements are ; and whether the Mad 
Mullah has ever been informed of the 





/tenance of the integrity and indepen- 
| dence of Persia. 


| Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
consider the propriety of using portion 


| accommodation of primary schools in [re- 











conditions under which he will be left in 
peace, or any attempts have been made 
to enter into negotiations with that 
potentate. 


(Answered ly Lord Cranborne.) The 
answer to both Questions is in the 
negative. 


Treaties between Persia and Great 
ritain. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: To ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether there is any treaty 
between this country and Persia, or 
whether there exists any pledge given 
by Persia to this country, by which 
Persia is in any way restrained from 
dealing with her territories on the 
Persian Gulf or in any other part of her 
dominions as she pleases; and, if there 
does exist any such treaty or pledge 
which has not already been laid upon 
the Table of the House, whether it will 
be so laid. 


(Answered by Lord Urenborne.) There 
is no treaty of the kind indicated, hut 
in regard to Southern Persia, His 
Majesty's Government enjoy certain 
rights admitted by the Persian Govern- 
ment. As the hon. Member is no doubt 
aware, there is an agreement between 
this country and Russia for the main- 


Improvement of Primary Schools in 
eland. 
Mr. JOHN MURPHY (Kerry, E.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


of the equivalent grant for the purpose 
of improving the heating and other 


land ; the free grant of books and other 
requisites for poor children attending 
such schools ; and the creation of a fund 
for the assistance of children who are 
too poor to procure higher education 
otherwise. 


(Answered ly Mr. Wyndham.) 1 have 
nothing at present to add to the replies 
already given by me to similar Ques- 
tions. 
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Primary Education in Ireland. 
Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): To ask 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- | 


tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to resolutions lately 
passed by the South Kerry Teachers’ 
Organisation claiming that portion of the 
equivalent grant should be devoted to 
the necessities of primary education ; 
and, if so, whether he will take these 
representations into consideration. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
reply to this Question is in the affirm- 
ative. 


Evicted Tenants in County Waterford. 

Mr. O'SHEE (Waterford, W.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lien- 
tenant of Ireland what is the number of 
evicted tenants in the county Waterford 
included in the Return recently prepared ; 
and whether a list of the names is yet 
available. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
number will be found in the Return 
which has been laid upon the Table of 
the House (No. 125 of this session). It 
is not proposed to publish the names of 
the evicted tenants. 


War Rewards—Case of Mr: A. J. Vogan. 

Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether his 
attention has been called to the case of 
Mr. A. J. Vogan, late sergeant of ‘“‘ A” 
Squadron, New Zealand (Prince of Wales’) 
Light Horse, who during the late 
South African War served with distine- 
tion as a sergeant of Scouts under the 
Field Intelligence Department, and 
captured Commandant Scheepers, for 
whose capture rewards had been offered ; 
and whether, seeing that Major Bramley, 
his commanding officer, recommended this 
man for the Distinguished Service medal, 
he will explain why Vogan has received 
neither medal nor reward, and _ state 
whether he will take steps to ensure 
that Vogan’s services shall receive 
recognition. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
Sergeant Vogan’s claims to reward were 
fully considered, but owing to the large 


number of even more deserving cases it | 


was found impracticable to include his 
name amongst those nominated for 
reward. 


{27 May 1903} 


14 


Arrest of the Minister at Rustenberg. 


Sir WILFRID LAWSON (Cornwall, 
Camborne): To ask the Secretary of 


Questions. 


| State for the Colonies whether he will 


make inquiry as to whether, and if so, 
upon what charge, the minister of Rusten- 
berg, in the Transvaal Colony, was re- 
cently arrested and imprisoned by the 
resident magistrate, and upon whose 
information ; and whether the Attorney- 


|General has taken any steps for the 


release of the rev. gentleman, and upon 
what grounds. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
I have no information as to the incident 
referred to, but I will make inquiry. 


Chinese Labour in the Transvaal Mines. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is aware that the Rand 
Native Labour Association has sent 
persons to China to inquire into possi- 
bilities of procuring Chinese to work in 
the Transvaal mines under contract ; and 
whether the House will have an oppor- 
tunity to express an opinion as to such 
importations being permitted before they 
are allowed by Lord Milner. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
I am aware of the fact stated in the first 
part of the Question. There is, of 
course, nothing to prevent the House 
from discussing the question, but, in my 
opinion, such discussion at the present 
time would be entirely premature. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Destruction of Army Rations in the 
Transvaal. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War if he will explain why £150,000 
worth of Army rations were recently 
destroyed by order of the authorities 
in the Transvaal instead of being sold. 


THE SECRETARY OF STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): A large quantity of tinned rations 


‘were found by a Board of Officers to 


have so much deteriorated as to be unfit 
for consumption, and, in accordance with 
the advice of the expert medical officers, 


were destroyed. Under the regulations. 
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supplies which have been condemned as 
unfit for issue as food for the troops, 
owing to deterioration, are not to be 
sold, but destroyed. The General Officer 
Commanding South Africa has been in- 
— to report fully on the matter by 
mail. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 
the right hon. Gentleman say what was 


the value of the food destroyed, and by | 


whom it was supplied ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot give the | 
value of the rations until I have received | 
the Report. As regards the firms who | 
provided it, it is the universal custom of | 
those firms not to keep a very large| 
supply, because after a certain time 
tinned goods of this character deteriorate. 
But, of course, the amount of rations in| 
South Africa at the close of the war was 
vastly greater in extent of what would 
have been supplied if we had known the 
troops would be so quickly withdrawn. 


Disease Infected Blankets from South 
Africa 


Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether his attention 
has been drawn to the fact that fever- 
infected blankets recently used by the 
troops in South Africa have been dis- 
tributed in this country, and that some 
of the blankets in question are saturated 
with blood and filth; and, if so, will 
he explain why these blankets have 
been allowed to be distributed; what 
steps he proposes to take to recover 
them ; and whether instructions will be 
given to prevent any further articles of 


this nature being despatched from 
South Africa or distributed to the 
public; and whether, in view of the’ 


danger to public health caused by the 
distribution of articles used during 
military operations, he will appoint a 
Committee to consider the best methods 
of treating and disposing of them. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Will the hon. 
Member kindly refer to my reply to 
Questions put on this subject on Monday 
last, to which I have at present nothing 
to add. + 








+ See (4) Debates, cxxii., 1631. 
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| Imperial Yeomanry. 


|_ Mr. MANSFIELD: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War, in view of 
the :fact that 14,000 of the 17,243 men 
‘comprising the 1901 batch of Imperial 
| Yeomanry had complained, will he state 
| what percentage of complaints were owing 
to men not receiving a month’s furlough, 
or pay in lieu thereof, after landing 
in England and before discharge, as in 
the case of reservists; what percentage 
were owing to the stopping of bounties 
or gratuities ; and what percentage were 


direct claims against officers commanding 


companies respectively. 


Mr. BRODRICK: In only a small 
percentage of cases was the question of 
furlough money raised as a_ single 
complaint, but many added it to a 
composite claim. Bounties or gratuities 
were only stopped in the cases of men 
who had been guilty of misconduct, 
numbering rather less than fifty. The 
remainder were direct claims against 
the assessment of officers commanding 
companies, in most cases to the effect 


that they had not actually received the 


amounts entered against them in thie 
pay lists. 


Scottish Horse Mutineers. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he will state for what offen e 
men of the Scottish Horse were sentenced 
to terms of imprisonment; how many 
were undergoing imprisonment at the 
termination of the war; whether any 
have since been released; and, if s0, 
how many; and whether any distinction 
as regards food, housing, and general 
treatment is made between these men 
and ordinary criminals; have any of 
the men of the Scottish Horse who were 
sentenced been or are employed with 
convicts on the Capetown breakwater. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Twenty-one men 
of the Scottish Horse were convicted 
of mutiny in March, 1902, and twenty 
sentenced to various terms 
of imprisonment and one to three 
years penal servitude. They were all 
undergoing sentence at the end of the 
war. All have since been released, except 
the man sentenced to penal servitude, 








17 Questions. 
whose sentence has been commuted to 
two years imprisonment and _ the 


further remission of which will be 
considered in August. The sentences 
have all been undergone in military 
prisons. 


Mr. WEIR: But were the men 
employed with convicts on the Cape- 
town breakwater ? 
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THESECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir 
|mingham, W.): Lord Milner proposes 
| to take a short holiday away from South 
| Africa during the present summer. 
| His duties will be discharged during his 
| absence by Sir Arthur Lawley, in virtue 
| of a dormant Commission which appoints 
| the Officer Administering the Government 
_of the Transvaal to be High Commissioner 
_in such a contingency. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am not aware) 


of such employment. 
in military prisons. 


Somaliland—Behaviour of Native Troops. 
Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 


Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of | 


State for War whether he has any official 
information to the effect that a mutinous 
spirit has been shown by any of the 
native troops now employed in Somali- 
land; and, if so, will he state what 
action he proposes to take in the 
matter. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No such report 
has been received in the War Office. 


Naval Medical and Accountant Officers. 


Mr. CAREW (Meath, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty, with 
reference to the portion of the statement 
issued by the First Lord of the Admiralty 
with the Navy Estimates as to the re-ad- 
justment of the relative rank of medical 
and accountant officers of the Royal Navy, 
when he expects to be able to give the 
details which were then in process of 
being worked out. 

ADMIR- 


THE SECRETARY ‘to THE 


ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTER, Belfast, | 


W.): The details of the re-adjustment in 
question are still under the consideration 
of the Board of Admiralty, but an 
announcement on the subject may be 
expected shortly. 


Lord Milner. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether arrange- 
ments have been made, or are in con- 
templation, for giving Lord Milner leave 
of absence; and in that case for what 


period, and by whom will the duties of | 


High Commissioner be discharged. 


My information | 
is that the sentences were carried out | 


Transvaal Legislative Council. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
_ Secretary of State for the Colonies whether 
| he will indicate where can be found the 
| authentic reasons of (Generals Botha, 
Delarey, and Smuts for refusing to join 
the Transvaal Legislative Council. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The reasons 
for refusal were given in a correspondence 
with Lord Milner, which was published 
in the Transvaal newspapers in February. 
I have had a copy of this correspondence 

placed in the Library. 


| Disturbances in Eastern Roumelia. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire,W.R., 
Elland): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
whether he has received any official in- 
formation from} Bulgaria showing that 
fugitive men, women, and children have 

‘reached Burgas, in Eastern Roumelia, 
from the villages of Karaklisse, Beleirien, 
Derakeny, etc., in the district of Lozan, 
to the east of Adrianople, or that these 
districts have been rebellious or infested 
by bands; and whether his Majesty’s 
Government will cause some inquiry to 
be made into the circumstances under 
which this population is being sent from 
its home. 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
| BORNE, Rochester): No information to the 
effect stated has been received from His 
| Majesty’s representatives, nor have His 
Majesty’s Government been informed 
that the population of the districts in 
question is being removed. Inquiry will 
be made. 


Finance—Duties on Colonial Products. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
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he proposes any modifications of the | 
Finance Bill to afford preferential duties | 
in the case of colonial products. 


(Questions. 


THE CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Rircute, Croydon): | 
No, Sir. 


Gambling in Grain— Taxes on Options. 
Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 


On behalf of the hon. Member for the | 


St. Patrick Division of Dublin, I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he will consider the advisability 
of imposing a tax upon options and 
future contracts representing fictitious 


grain, flour, and other commodities, in | 


view of the volume and value of these 
transactions. 


Mr. RITCHIE: This question has 
often been considered; but I doubt 
whether it would be possible to devise a 


tax which would hit speculative options | 


without falling upon genuine and 
legitimate t'ansactions at the same time. 


Vivisection in the Metropolis. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 


if he will state the number of laboratories | 


in the Metropolis at which vivisection is 
practised, and the number of dogs sub- 
jected to experiments at these laboratories 
during the year 1902. 

oF STATE 


THE SECRETARY FOR 


THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKERs | 


DovuGLas, Kent, St. Augustine's): I 


think I must refer the hon. Member to | 
| deal with the speed and identification of 


the annual Return under the Act of 1896 
for the vear 1902, which will be presented 
immediately, and will soon, I hope, be 
issued to Members. This will give him 
the information he desires except that 
experiments on cats and dogs are not 
distinguished in the Reports made to the 
Secretary of State and embodied in the 
Return. 


Bristol Post Office Sports—Motor 

atality. 

Mr. MANSFIELD: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
drawn to the fatal motor accident at the | 
Bristol Post Office Sports, on Saturday, 
by which three lives were lost, and other 
persons were seriously injured ; and, if so, | 
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in view of the fatal accidents which have 
occurred through motor racing, will he 
question of introducing 
legislation to regulate the same. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
LonG, Bristol, S.): My right hon. friend 


has asked me to answer this Question. 


My attention has been drawn to the sad 
accident to which the hon. Member refers. 
As regards the suggestion in the last part 
of the Question the matter will receive 


| consideration, but it would seem to me 


that the question of regulating the racing 
at Sports and similar meetings is hardly 
one to be dealt with in a Bill relating to 
the use of motor-cars on highways. 


Mr. SCOTT MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
New Forest): Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that this accident, which we 
all deplore, was on a_ prepared track 
and not on a public road, and that it was a 
motor cycle and not a motor-car accident ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, that is 
exactly what I pointed out. 


Regulation of Motor-Car Traffic. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
whether his attention has been called to 
two recent fatal motor-car accidents, one 
at Kew Bridge on Sunday the 24th 
instant, when a gentleman who was 
waiting for a tramear was knocked down 
and killed, the other at Edinburgh on 
Saturday, the 23rd instant ; and, in view 
of recent motor-car accidents, will he say 
when he proposes to bring in a Bill to 


motor-cars. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg also to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
whether he will consider the expediency 
of taking steps to require drivers of 
motor -cars to secure certificates of 
competency. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have seen 
newspaper paragraphs relating to the 
accidents referred to. I hope to intro- 
duce a Bill as to motor-cars shortly after 
Whitsuntide. The points referred to in 
the questions will receive consideration in 
connection with this measure; but of 
course I cannot say what the provisions 
of the Bill will be. 
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Mr. WEIR: If the right hon. Gentle- | 


man will bring in the Bill to-morrow he 
may rest assured that it will have all the 
assistance possible. 


Sm HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) asked whether the Bill 
would be first introduced in the Lords 
or in the Commons ? 
LONG: The other 


Mr. WALTER 
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House has been suggested, but the matter | 


is not yet decided. 


Irish Cattle Trade Losses. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 
beg to ask the hon. Member for North 
Hunts, as representing the President of 
the Board of Agriculture, if he can give 
the mortality amongst cattle and sheep 
shipped from Ireland to English and 
Seotch ports during the year 1902, and 
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Britain must be carried in pens, and in 
the case of vessels not regularly em- 


ployed in the trade prior to May, 1895, 


these pens must be of certain prescribed 
dimensions and construction. In every 
case the floor of the pens must be fitted 
with battens or other footholds to pre- 
vent slipping, and ships’ fittings likely to 
cause injury and unnecessary suffering 
must be fenced off. Forty-seven ship 
inspectors are stationed at the eighteen 
Irish ports from which cattle are shipped, 


| whose duty it is to examine vessels and 
to see that the different requirements of 


also during what has transpired of the | 


vear 1903. 


Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES 
(Huntingdonshire, Ramsey): One hun- 
dred and thirty-seven cattle were re- 
ported to have been lost on the voyage 
from [Ireland to English or Scotch ports 


during the year 1902 out of a total ship- | 


ment of 959,000. The losses amongst 
sheep were reported to have been 152 
out of a total of 1,056,000. 
present vear the losses reported have been 
eighty-two out of a total shipment of 
275,000 catile and fifty-seven out of a 
cotal shipment of 98,000 sheep. 


Regulation of Irish Cattle Trade. 


the Transit Orders are complied with. 
The Irish Veterinary Inspection Staff, 
to the number of twenty-four, also 
exercise supervision in the matter. On 
this side of the Channel the oversight of 
the trade forms part of the regular 
duties of the four Inspectors of the Board 
of Agriculture within whose Divisions 
Irish cattle are landed, and these in- 
spectors from time to time make journeys 
in vessels carrying live-stock in order to 
satisfy themselves that the trade is 
properly carried on. It is also the duty 


| of the various local authorities to execute 
| and enforce the provisions of our Order, 


During the | 


and some of these authorities have 
appointed inspectors for this special 
purpose. 


Mercantile Marine—Fishermen and Sir 
Edward Fry’s Award. 


Mr. DOUGHTY (Great Grimsby): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 


{of Trade whether he will consider the 


advisability of placing fishermen on the 


Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the | 
hon. Member for North Huntingdon- | 
shire, as representing the President of | 


the Board of Agriculture, whether, in 
view of the Animals (Transit and 


General) Order of 1895, he will state | 


whether cattle shipped from Irish to 
English and Scotch ports are carried in 
pens of the prescribed dimensions and 
construction, with battens to prevent 
slipping and to protect from collision 
against ships’ fittings, etce., in rough 
weather; how many inspectors report 
on this traffic; and at what ports are 
they stationed. 


Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES: All 
cattle shipped from Ireland to Great 


same footing as other seamen in the 
Mercantile Marine by remitting the fee 
of 6d. charged to them for signing the 
ship’s log book at the offices of the Board 
of Trade when they join or leave their 
ships, in view of the effect of this charge 
upon the working of Sir Edward Fry's 
award in the fishery dispute of 1901. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY 10 tHe BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars): The 
arrangement made by the Board of 
Trade in connection with Sir Edward 
Fry’s award is a purely voluntary one, 
and was agreed to on the express condi- 
tion that the additional expense incurred 
should be met by the imposition of a 
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Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH (Derby- 


(Juestions. (Questions. 
small fee on each engagement or dis- | 
charge. The Board of Trade will con- | shire, W.): The statues of statesmen 
sider whether it is possible to make any ‘i in the Central Lobby were the gifts 
reduction in the fees charged without | of private individuals, and are upon 
imposing an obligation on public funds. | precisely the same footing in that re- 
| spect as the bust of Cromwell is. This 





Avoch (Ross-shire) Channel Lights. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the | 
President: of the Board of Trade if he) 
will state when the Northern Lighthouse 
Commissioners propose to carry out the 
scheme for lighting the channel off 
Avoch, Ross-shire, which has already 
been sanctioned. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: I am informed 
by the Commissioners of Northern Light- 
houses that they hope to carry out the 
scheme for lighting the channel off | 
Avoch during the coming autumn. 


Highland Tweeds at the'St. Louis 
xhibition. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if the Congested Districts 
Board jor Scotland will consider the 
expediency of arranging for an exhibit 
of Highland homespun tweeds at the St. 
Louis Exhibition. 


*THE SOLICITOR GENERAL For 
SCOTLAND (Mr. Scorr Dickson, 
Glasgow, Bridgton): The initiative in 


this matter must be left to enterprise of 
a private nature, but in the event of 
any proposition of the kind suggested 
by the hon. Member being made on 
behalf of the Scottish Home Industries 
Association or other similar Society to 
the Congested Districts Board, the matter ' 
would be open to consideration. 


Oliver Cromwell's Bust. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): I beg to ask the hon. Member 
for West Derby, as representing the 
First Commissioner of Works, whether a | 
bust of Oliver Cromwell, presented by a 
private individual, will be removed from 
its present position until a proper site| 
has been found for the statues of states- | 
men erected by the desire or at the cost | 
of the nation; and, if he will say by! 
whose authority the bust, being the gift | 
of a private individual not being a, 
Member of this House, was placed in its 
present position. 


| bust was presented to the House of Com- 
mons and accepted on its behalf by the 
Leader of the House; and it was placed 


‘in its present position by arrangement 


with the donor, under the instructions 
of the First Commissioner of Works. 
It is not proposed to remove it to 
another site. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): Who 
was the donor of this bust ? 
Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I be- 


lieve it is generally known who it was. 


Grants to Voluntary Schools—Return. 

Mr. TREVELYAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury when the 
Return will be presented to the House 
of Grants to Voluntary Schools from 
Departments other than the Board of 
Education. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. ELiiot, Durham): 
The Return has been presented and is 
now with the printers. It will be issued, 
I hope, before Parliament reassembles 
after Whitsuntide. 


Belfast Valuation Appeals. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney-Generai 
for Ireland whether the Commissioner 
of Valuation has held conferences with 
the appellants against the new valuation 
of Belfast in April and May, as promised 
last December; and, if not, when will 
this engagement be carried out. 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 
derry, N.): No, Sir; but the Commis- 
sioner hopes to arrange to hold the 
conferences next month. 


O’Callagan’s Mills (County Clare) 
Post Office 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Postmaster-General if the 


sub-office at O’Callagan’s Mills, County 
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Clare, is to be closed; and, if so, will he pondence with the Royal Commission on 


state why this course is to be taken. 


Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E.): The office is not closed. Business 
has merely been removed to temporary 
premises pending the rebuilding of the 
Post Office premises, which were in bad 


condition. 


Wicklow Harbour. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he will cause a survey to be 
made of the harbour of Wicklow in 
pursuance of Section 39 of the Dublin 
Corporation Waterworks Act, 1861, to 
ascertain whether the harbour or channel 
ef Wicklow has been damaged or the 
depth therein lowered to less than the 
standard depth ascertained in last certifi- 
cate of survey, by reason of the abstrac- 
tion of the waters of the River Vartry ; 
and, if so, will he cause the Dublin Cor- 
poration to maintain such stardard depth 
of water, or enforce the penalty provided 
as a debt due to the Harbour Com- 
missioners of Wicklow. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTER, Belfast, 
W.): The matter is one for the Board of 
Trade, as the powers possessed by the 
Admiralty under the Act referred to by 
the hon. Member were transferred to the 
Board of Trade by the Harbours Transfer 
Act, 1862 (25 and 26 Victoria, Cap. 69). 


Irish Industries at the St. Louis Ex- 

hibition. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if the Irish 
Department of Agriculture will take 
steps to have a special exhibit of Irish 
industries at the St. Louis Exhibition. 


ThE CHIEF SECRETARY = ror 
IRELAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): 
The Department understands that should 
it undertake the organisation of a special 
Irish Exhibit a pavihon for the purpose 
of such an exhibit would be provided from 
American sources. With the approval 
and co-operation of the Royal Com- 
mission, the Department is prepared to 
organise such an exhibit on the condition 
mentioned, and is at present in corres- 


the subject. 


Belfast Floods. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the attention of the 
Local Government Board for Ireland has 
been called to the effects of the periodical 
flooding in the city of Belfast; and 
whether, seeing that the flooding is due 
to the defective drainage scheme at 
present in operation, it is intended to 
hold a sworn inquiry into the causes and 
required remedies of the evil. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Board has 
been in correspondence with the Belfast 
Corporation in this matter. It has en- 
gaged the attention of the Works and 
Improvement Committees of the Corpora- 
tion for some time past, but definite 
action has been deferred pending the 
appointment of a new city surveyor. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Has the atten- 
tion of the Local Government Board been 
drawn to the fact that these floods have 
gone on for many years while the vacancy 
in the City Surveyorship has existed for 
only a few weeks ! 


| No answer was returned. | 


Ennis Police and Mr. Casey. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 1 beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary of the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, if he will explain 
why a Mr. Casey, a journalist, was 
removed from Court by the police at the 
last assizes in Ennis. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Casey was 
not removed from Court. He attempted 
to force his way into the Court at a time 
when it was crowded to excess and the 
police told him there was no room. 


Motor-Car Races in Ireland. 

Mr. TREVELYAN: I _ beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland what pre- 
cautions are being taken for the preserva- 
tion of the life of the motorists and of the 


population during the forthcoming races 
in Ireland 4 


Mr. WYNDHAM: An order has 
been made by the Local Government 
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Board, pursuant to the provisions of the 
Light Locomotives (Ireland) Act of this 
session, closing the course upon which 
the race will take place to all persons 
and traffic other than persons appointed 
by the Automobile Club as_ stewards, 
members of the constabulary and military 
on duty, locomotives engaged in the race, 
and persons in charge of the same. To 
give effect to this order a large force of 
police and military, supplemented by 
stewards supplied by the club, will be 
employed. 


Mr. SCOTT MONTAGU : Is it not the 
fact that the motor races in Ireland will 
be held under totally different circum- 
stances from the Paris-Madrid race ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes. 


Belfast and Rathfriland Train Service. 


jMr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the attention of the 
Department of Agriculture has been 
called to the train service on the Great 
Northern Railway between Belfast and 
Rathiriland, and to the shunting 
appliances used, and the fares charged ; 
whether they are aware that this journey 
of thirty-four miles occupies nearly three 
hours, and that passengers, cattle, and 
merchandise are conveyed by the same 
train, and that for the last three days of 
every week there is no train after 2 p.m.; 
and whether steps will be taken to com- 
pel the company to provide an efficient 
service at reasonable rates. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The attention of 
the Department has not been directed to 
the matters mentioned. But if definite 
representations are made to it on the 
subject by aggrieved persons, inquiry 
will be instituted. 


Irish Land Purchase Advances. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Li utenant of Ireland, whether he | 
can state the number and amount of 
advances applied for under the Land | 
Purchase Acts and sanction to which 
was withheld by the Land Commission | 
on the ground that the security was in- 

_ adequate. 
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(Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
applications for advances under the Acts 
of 1885-1888 which were finally refused 
on the ground stated was 1,286; the 
amount applied for was £467,872. 
Fresh applications were subsequently 
made in respect of a number of these 
cases under the Acts of 1891-1896, but 
no separate record of these has been 
kept The number of applications finally 
refused under the latter Acts is 789 for 
£175,154. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: 


figures include pending cases ? 


Do these 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. 


Questions. 


Mr. MANSFIELD: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury will he con- 
sider the advisability of having the 
answers to starred Questions printed and 
circulated with the Votes. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or THe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): I do not 
think such a change would be desirable. 
Hon. Members already have the alterna- 
tive of saying whether or not these 
Questions should be answered orally, 
and some difficulty might arise as to 
supplementary Questions if the suggestion 
were carried out. On the whole, I think 
the present system the best. 


Military and Naval Works Bill. 


Mr. WEIR: On behalf of the hon. 
Member for East Perthshire, | beg to 


‘ask the First Lord of the Treasury when 


the Military Works Bill and the Naval 
Works Bill will be introduced. 


Mr. A.'J. BALFOUR: I hope these 
Bills will be ready shortly after we re- 
assemble. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): Can 


the First Lord of the Treasury now say 


anything positive as to his arrangements 
for the business of the House ? 


3ALFOUR : 
adjournment 


Mr. 
reference 


A. J. 
to 


With 


the for 
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the Whitsun holiday, I believe the ar- ELECTRIC LIGHTING (LONDON) BILL 
rangement most convenient to the House [Lorps]. 
will be that I move to-morrow that the Read the first time; to be read a 
House, at its rising at 7.30, do adjourn second time upon Tuesday, 16th June, 
till Monday week, 8th June, That, at and to be printed. (Bill 223.) 
any rate, will be the substance of the Riis 
Motion. PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 
Fifth Report brought up, and read ; 
Sirk ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, S.): to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
Will Supply be taken on the Monday ——— 
and Tuesday after we reassemble ? MEDICAL ACT (1898) AMENDMENT 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On the Mon-|_ Order for Second Reading (8th 
day. On Tuesday we begin with the /June) read and discharged. Bill with- 
Second Reading of the Finance Bill. | drawn. 
| MEDICAL ACT (1886) AMENDMENT 
Sir ALBERT ROLLIT: What Supply ? | BILL. 
| Order for Second Reading (8th June) 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Perhaps the | read and discharged. Bill withdrawn. 
hon. Gentleman will put that question | 
to me to-morrow. It is quite right the | 


House should know before the holidays. NEW BILLS. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis):| sTROPOLITAN IMPRO tienen 


Will the right hon. Gentleman put down 
the 3rd Section of Vote 8 (Navy) to 
afford the Committee an opportunity of 
discussing the subsidies to merchant 
cruisers ¢ 


‘“* To authorise the appropriation of the 
surplus Funds derived from Battersea 
Park towards the opening of the Mall 
into Charing Cross, and other Metro- 
politan Improvements,” presented by 


i P Mr. Arthur Elliot; to be read a second 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will consider | time To-morrow, and to be printed. 


that ; but one strong reason against | (pill 224.) 
it is that there is no chance whatever of 
the President of the Board of Trade; PATENT OFFICE EXTENSION?BILL. 
being in his place on that date. On| «For the acquisition of land for the 
Tuesday I propose to begin the Second | further Extension of the Patent Office, 
Reading of the Finance Bill. and for purposes connected therewith,’ 
presented by Mr. Arthur Elliot ; to be 

Mr T. W. RUSSELL: When will the | read a second time To-morrow, and to 
Irish Land Bill be taken ? be printed. (Bill 225.) 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: After the| MARRIED WOMEN'S PROPERTY ACT 
Finance Bill. It is my earnest desire to (1882) AMENDMENT BILL. 
begin at once the consideration of the| ‘To amend the Married Women’s 
Irish Land Bill, That will be the next | Property Act of 1882,” presented by 
important business, and I shall desire to| Mr. Kimber ; to be read a second time 
take that measure continuously for some | To-morrow, and to be printed. (Bill 
considerable period. I propose to take, | 226.) 
under the ten minutes rule, the Sugar 
Convention Bill to-morrow. TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL, 
‘*To amend The ‘Town Councils (Scot- 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I may point | land) Act, 1900,” presented by Mr. 
out that the subsidies I referred to are | Asher; supported by Sir Robert Reid, 
Admiralty subsidies. Mr. Parker Smith, Colonel Denny, and 
Mr. Crombie; to be read a second time 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Those to the | | upon Friday, 26th June, and to be 
Cunard and other companies. ' printed. (Bill 227.) 
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PORT OF LONDON BILL. 


“Lords Message (19th May) relative to 
the Port of London Bill considered. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE BOARD or TRADE. 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Black- 


friars) moved the committal of the 
Port of London Bill to a Select Com- 
mittee of five members to be nominated 
by the Committee of Selection to be 
joined with a Committee of Lords. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe) expressed his regret at the 
absence of the President of the Board 
of Trade and the cause of it. This 
Committee, he pointed out, was to have 
a very important Bill referred to it, 
and he was glad it was to bea Joint 
Committee, because that, he believed, 
would facilitate the progress of the 
measure. He was pleased, also, that 
the nominations of members were to be 
made by the Committee of Selection. 
He was not a member of that Committee, 
but he looked on its nominations with 
great confidence. One advantage of that 
system of nomination was that it was 
entirely free from the usual machinery 
of a Party character. He held that Com- 
mittees which dealt with such Bills as 
these should partake of a judicial rather 
than Party character. This particular 
Bill needed and would of course receive 
most earnest attention. He did not 
apprehend that the inquiry would be of a 
prolonged character, but this Bill did not 
stand on the same footing as an ordinary 
private Bill. It was introduced by the 
Government and it came before the 
House as embodying practically all the 
recommendations of the unanimous Report 
of the Royal Commission which sat on 
the subject. Its Second Reading was 
unanimously agreed to, and there was 
universal assent to the proposal that some 
new Port authority should be created. 
That was the backbone of the Bill. 
There was one point of procedure in 
connection with these joint Committees 
to which he would like to refer, and they 
had an illustration of it in connection 
with the Joint Committee on the Water 
Bil! last year. There was a precedent— 
he did not think it was universal-—that 
the Chairman should be a Member of the 
other House. There were instances to 
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the contrary, and he was one of those who 
thought that the Chairman of the Joint 
Committee should be selected indifferently 
from whichever House he came, and that 
he should be the man most fitted to 
occupy the Chair. He was sorry to say 
that in the case of the Water Bill there 
was what he held to be a very grave 
irregularity, viz., the Chairman took upon 
himself to put a question in a way to 
secure a result known to himself before- 
hand. One could hardly contemplate 
such a thing being done by Mr. Speaker 
or the Chairman of Committees; as to 
put a question deliberately in the way to 
secure a certain result. He thought such 
conduct amounted to a very high kind 
of Parliamentary misdemeanour, and he 
hoped nothing of the kind would occur 
on this Joint Committee. He trusted 
too that the Committee would be able to 
report at an early date. 


Ordered, That the Port of London Bill 
be committed to a Select Committee of 
five Members to be nominated by the 
Committee of Selection to be joined with 
a Committee of Lords. 


Message to the Lords to acquaint them 
therewith. 


Ordered, That all Petitions against the 
Bill presented on or before the 11th day 
of June, 1903, be referred to the Com- 
mittee ; that the Petitioners praying to 
be heard by themselves, their Counsel, 
Agents, or Witnesses be heard against 
the Bill, and Counsel heard in support of 
the Bill. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That Three be the Quorum. 
—(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


MUNICIPAL TRADING. 


Lords Message (5th May), relating to 
the appointment of a Joint Committee 
on Municipal Trading, considered. 


Str A.ACLAND-HOOD(Somersetshire, 
Wellington) moved on the consideration 
of the Lords’ Message of 5th May, relating 
to the appointment of a Joint Committee 
on Municipal Trading, that a Select Com- 
mittee of seven Members be appointed 
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to join with a Committee to be appointed | 


by the Lords to consider and report as to 
the principles which should govern powers 
given by Bills and Provisional Orders to 
municipal and other local authorities for 
industrial enterprise within or without 
the area of their jurisdiction. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) inquired 
whether the selection had been made by 
the Committee of Selection or by some 
other means ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: I think that question 
would properly arise on the names. It 
would then be competent to move to 
strike out the name of any hon. Member, 
and on that to give reasons. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he was not pre- 
pared to attack any names, but he wished 
to know what method had been adopted 
in the choosing of the Committee. 


Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot understand 
what the hon. Member’s point is. If the 
hon. Member considers that some other 
method should have been followed, he 
would be in order in objecting to the 
first name, making objections to the 
general method of choosing the Com- 
mittee. 


Mr. WHITLEY said that his objec- 
tion was to the general complexion of the 
Committee. He wished to ask the 
Government to explain the method 
followed in the formation of the Com- 
mittee. There were only two opponents of 
the Government upon it out of a total of 
seven Members ; and, as hon. Gentlemen 
from Ireland had now to be considered as 
supporters of the Government, this fact 
affected the complexion of the Committee. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) 
wished to say a word or two on the 
general aspect of this matter. He had 
not opposed, and did not propose to 
oppose, the appointment of the Committee, 
but he was bound to say that he dis- 
trusted the necessity for this Committee 
or the advantage likely to arise from its 
work ; and he did not accept the specious 
arguments advanced in favour of its 
appointment. The object of the Motion 
was that the Committee should consider 
and report as to the principles which 
should govern the powers given by Bills 
and Provisional Orders to municipalities 
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and other local authorities. The prospect, 
probably the intentional prospect, and 


, the ultimate result would be the placing 


of some restriction on that municipal 
action which had taken place with such 
great advantage to the country. The 
word “govern” in the Motion almost 
implied restriction. That was not the 
way in which local government had grown 
up in this country. In the past com- 
munities had suggested a course of action, 
which had generally been embodied in 
Private Bills, and after it had been tested 
by experience it found its way into 
general Acts. Local government, de- 
pendent on local experience and know- 
ledge, would become gradually better if 
it was placed under no restrictions what- 
ever, because the very essence of local 
government was variety of experience. 
The question whether there should be 
any other limitations on local industrial 
enterprise or not obviously depended 
on the circumstances of the particular 
locality and upon the judgment of the 
local Council and ratepayers; also on 
whether private enterprise supplied the 
necessity or not. With regard to the 
constitution of this Committee, he must 
say he thought it most undesirable and 
inexpedient to submit to any tribunal 
which had no considerable experience 
or knowledge of local government a 
question of this kind, affecting the local 
government of the whole country. So 
far as he could see, not more than two 
of the members had any practical know- 
ledge of municipal government. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Who are they ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: It would be more 
convenient to discuss this on the names 


, of members. 


Sm ALBERT ROLLIT said he in- 
tended to refrain from discussing names 
in any way. He only wished to point 
out that a Committee dealing with the 
important questions of local government 
should be in some of its elements specially 
qualified by knowledge and experience 
of local government. He did not think 
that the Report of a body constituted as 


this was would have the authority and 
respect paid to it which it ought to re- 


ceive. He hoped, indeed, that his fears as 
to the effect of this inquiry would not be 
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realised, for he would be very sorry that 
anything should be done to. interfere 
with the development of local govern- 
ment. But they were entitled at that 
stage to guard themselves against 
any presumption that the Report when 
presented would be accepted. He thought 
the indications were rather to the 
contrary. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.) thought theadvocates of municipal 
enterprise were somewhat over-nervous, 
and that these protests had been over- 
done. The Committee would not have 


to deal with the principle which should | 


govern the powers, but with the principle 
vhich should govern the granting of 
powers—a very different thing indeed. 
Surely it was desirable to adopt some 
principle in that respect. Was it wise 
to give powers for municipal trading 
equally to all corporations, small or large ? 
Large corporations, no doubt, could com- 
mand a considerable amount of business 
talent, but small bodies naturally could 
not. The members of the Committee 
might be trusted to exercise common 
sense in the method of their inquiry. 
His experience on a similar Committee 
three years ago convinced him of the 
impartiality with which the Members 
of both Houses approached these great 
questions ; and he was sure that if that 
Committee could have reported at the 
time, its report would have commanded 
the respect even of those who now 
sought, before the Committee was 
properly appointed, to detract from its 
influence and importance in a most un- 
justifiable manner. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said that for the first time Parliament 
was being asked to appoint a Committee 
to ascertain “principles.” That was the 
duty of Parliament itself, and it could 
not be delegated to another body. In 
these circumstances the deliberations of 
the Committee must be useless, for it 
would be dictating to Parliament or to 
some other body whom it was powerless 
to coerce. The function of a Committee 
was to ascertain facts and to make 
practical recommendations. Parliament 
would certainly say—‘‘ We do not want 
your advice as to principles ; that 
our business. You look after the 
facts and practical recommendations ; 


Sir Albert Rollit. 
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that is all we want you for.” He agreed 
with his hon. friend behind him as to 
the want of grammar in the Resolution. 


Sm A. ACLAND-HOOD _- said 
he felt sorry that the grammar of 
the Resolution should be inaccurate, 
but he was not responsible, for he had 
adopted the words from a_ Resolution 
passed in 1890. The hon. Member for 
Halifax asked him as to the manner in 
which the Committee had been appointed. 
He consulted with the hon. Member for 
Leeds, and his suggestion was that the 
number should be five ; and then the hon. 
Member for East Cork asked that a 
representative from Ireland should be on 
it. In 1900 the Committee consisted of 
three Members from the Goverament side 
and two Members of the Opposition—- 
Ireland not being represented at all. 
Since that time municipal trading had 
very much increased in Ireland, and 
therefore Ireland should be represented 
on the Committee. The hon. Member 
for Leeds thought it would be very hard 
for the Liberal Party to be represented 
only by one Member, therefore the 
number of the Committee was fixed at 
seven—four from the Government 
Benches, two from the Liberal Party and 
one from the Irish Party. He thought 
that two out of seven was fair a 
proportion as one out of five; or to put 
it the other way three out of seven was 
as fair a proportion as two out of five. 
He had done the best he could to please 
all parties in the House, and it was not 
his business to say whether the different 
representatives were good or bad. 


Trading. 


as 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) 
said they all thought it fair that a 
Member from Ireland should be on the 
Committee, but under the circumstances 
that Member should come from that side 
of the House. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Gentleman is really discussing the 
next question to be put. The only way 
of dealing with that point is to move 
to strike out a name in order to put in 
another name. 


Ordered, That a Select Committee of 
seven Members be appointed to join 
with a Committee to be appointed by 
the Lords to consider and report as to- 
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the principles which should govern 
powers given by Bills and Provisional 
Orders to municipal and other local 
authorities for industrial enterprise within 
or without the area of their jurisdiction. 


Message to the Lords to acquaint them 
therewith. . 


Sir George Bartley, Mr. Fenwick, Mr. 
Joyce, Mr. Platt-Higgins, Mr. Powell- 
Williams, Sir John  Stirling-Maxwell, 
and Sir James Woodhouse, nominated 
members of the Committee. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power tosend for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That three be the quorum.— 
(Str A. Acland-Hood.) 


EDUCATION (BORROWING) BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. JerrREyYs (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. | 


Clause 1. 


*Mr. GARDNER (Berkshire, Woking- 
ham) said that the object of the Amend- 
ment he desired to move was to make 
it easier for local authorities, who 
had a heavy burden cast upon them 
by the Education Act of last year, 
to bring that Act into working 
order. There was no disguising the 
fact that the financial conditions in con- 
nection with the bringing into operation 
of that Act were very unpopular and 
somewhat burdensome. The right hon. 
Member for Somersetshire had com- 
plained at the Second Reading of the 
Bill that to bring the Act into opera- 
tion in his county would add 4d. in 
the £ to the rates. His county, might 
he say, was in the lap of luxury compared 
with the principal borough in his con- 
stituency. That borough had carried on 
its educational affairs for years in an 
excellent manner. It had never had 
other than voluntary schools, Roman 
Catholic, Wesleyan, Church of England, 
and British, and all the buildings, 
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with one exception, were first-class. 
The inhabitants naturally asked why 
they should have been disturbed in 
their educational proceedings? The 
answer to that question was that they 
were being treated in the same manner 
as all other boroughs. It nevertheless 
seemed to them very hard indeed that 
this burden should be placed upon them. 
The financial year of all their schools 
ended on 31st March, and the result of 
the first year’s working of the new 
Education Act was that they had not 
got a single sixpence of the block grant 
and only three-fourths of the fee grant ; 
and, left without assistance, they would 
have to raise a rate of 9d. in the £ 
over the normal one to carry on the 
work. What they wanted was that 
the Government should do something 
to enable them to tide over the diffi- 
culty in the easiest way. The Bill before 
the Committee would only enable the 
Local Government Board to sanction a 
loan for a definite amount for a definite 
time; but the borough could do its 
work a great deal cheaper than that. 
In the early part of the year there 
were considerable funds in the hands 
of the education authority and they 
could get on well enough for four or 
five months. But as he understood 
the section of the Bill they must take 
up the loan—which in the case of the 
borough he refersed to would amount 
to something approaching £3,000— 
at once and pay interest on it 
for the whole year. As hon. Mem- 
bers knew municipal authorities had 
various accounts and by arrangement 
with their bankers these were taken en 
bloc, and no charge for interest was 
made for an overdraft on one should 
others be in sufficient credit. In that 
case it was quite conceivable no interest 
might be charged to an education 
authority, and a saving might be effected 
in his borough of from £500 to £600 
over the whole term of borrowing. 
His Amendment to the first clause of 
the Bill would, he believed, make tho 
working of the Education Act as easy as 
possible in the circumstances, and he 
hoped it would be accepted by the 
Government on the grounds both of 
policy and justice. He begged to 
move. 


B2 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 1, line 7, after ‘1902,’ to insert 
the words ‘or in such other manner as that 
Board may approve.’ ”—(.Mr. Gardner.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GU VERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Long, Bristol, 8.) said he could not help 
thinking that his hon. friend had moved 
his Amendment undera misapprehension. 
In the first, place he had stated on 
behalf of the local authority he re- 
presented, that they would be compelled 
to take up the whole of the loan at once 
and consequently would have to pay | 
interest upon it, though they would not | 
require all the money for immediate | 
purposes. His hon. friend was in error. | 
It would only be necessary for the local | 
education authority to take up the loan 
in such proportion as they required the 
money for expenditure. If the estimate 
of the deficit in the borough referred to | 
was £3,000 it would not be necessary | 
for the authority to raise that sum all 
at once. They could make application 
as they thought fit for various parts of 
the loan as they needed them. This 
would avoid the difficulty to which his 
hon. friend referred. The other con- 
tention of his hon. friend was that the 
local authority, having various accounts 
at the bank, some of which were in 
credit, might be able to borrow the 
money from the bank without paying 
any interest on the overdraft. There 
was nothing to prevent that undr 
the Bill as it stood. They were 
prepared to make the work of 
the local authority as easy as they 
could. He was ready to grant reason- 
able and fair terms and to consider 
applications for loans, but the cardinal 
principle was that of a distinct loan for a 
detinite purpose under the ordinary law, 
and to adopt the principle of legalising 
overdrafts was a very unwise step to 
take. He hoped, therefore, that the 
Amendment would not be pressed. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8) 
said there was a very strong feeling 
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among the boroughs with regard to this | 
question, and as they had supported the | 
principle of making the best of the| 
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Bill and the most of the Act, any repre- 
sentations coming from them were en- 
titled to very great respect. The fact of 
having to make a rate was based upon 
very sound principles. Financially his 
hon. friend might say there could be no 
objection to it, but educationally it would 
be most prejudicial. It would create 
prejudice against the operation of the 
Act, and would have a tendency to 
alienate the sympathy and interest of 
the people of the locality in putting the 
Act into operation. ‘The only effective 
remedy against borrowing would be the 
possibility of a surcharge. If a sur- 
charge was the penalty the process of 
borrowing was open to objection on 
principle. He thought his right hon. 
friend rightly asked in this case, which 
was an exceptional one, that there 
should be elasticity given to avoid the 
necessity of laying a rate in the first 
instance. He thought there was ample 
protection in the Bill. Having regard to 
the prejudice which might arise against 
education owing to a temporary want 
of means, he thought that borrowing 
legitimately by a provision in this statute 
for a temporary purpose, would be 
amply justified. He supported the feeling 
expressed by the boroughs. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
Walden) said that in his constituency 
there was a School Board which had a 
large balance in hand raised from the 
rates in an agricultural district, and 
naturally they very much objected to 
being rated by a precept when they 
already had a balance in hand. What 
redress had those ratepayers! He 
wished to know whether, in the event of 
this Amendment being carried, the 
borrowing powers could be limited to the 
area of the county. 


Mr. HENRY} HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.) said the School Board parish 
would get the benefit of any balance when 
the next rate came to be levied, parishes 
which had funds in hand would be dealt 
with by the County Councils. He had 
heard his right hon. friend’s answer with 
some surprise. He understood from 
the answer given to the County Councils 
Association that the Government were 
willing to assist the County Councils in 
any reasonable way, and among those 
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reasonable ways was that they might be 
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permitted to overdraw their accounts. | 
He could not see why the Local Govern- | 
ment Board should throw any obstacle in | 
quent year the cost of services rendered 


the way, because his right hon. friend 
must remember that this position was 


created by the Government, and there- , 
fore they were entitled to all possible | 
‘it was not for the benefit of the rate- 


consideration, especially remembering the 


fact that they had to levy an extra rate | 


in consequence. Surely it was not un- 
reasonable that during the last few 
months of the last financial year they 
should be allowed to overdraw their 
accounts when necessary. Under the 
circumstances, it would be only reason- 
able for the Local Government Board to 
sanction this ; otherwise they would be at 
the mercy of the auditors. 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley) 
said he wished to impress upon the right 
hon. Gentleman the necessity of behaving 
as well as possible under the cireum- 
stances. The circumstances in one case he 
knew of were, that the County Council 
was called upon to raise £7,000 for extra 
expenses incurred under this Act. The 
County Council had done its best, 
but it now found itself face to face with 
the possibility of having to find the 
money immediately ; it would only be 
reasonable, in granting a loan, that the 
right hon. Gentleman should do his very 
best to make the terms as easy as possible 
for the County Council toobtain the money. 
Of course they would have to borrow the 
money by degrees, and they should 
have as much time as possible given to 
them to make the payments easy. The 
money should be provided by the 
Government at once. 
right hon. Gentleman would act wisely 
if he would grant time, and give County 
Councils an opportunity of obtaining the 
money in the most reasonable way. 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 


He thought the’ 
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not to be encouraged to overdraw their 
banking accounts. This, however, was a 
very special case, and the local authority 
had no business to throw upon a subse- 


in the existing year. That was a reason- 
able principle, but in this case the ex- 
penditure was entirely unexpected, and 


payers of the present year, but had to 
be spread over a number of years. 
Therefore, in a case of that kind, it 
seemed to him that the simple method of 
allowing the local authorities to overdraw 
their accounts would be quite sufficient 
means of enabling them to meet this 
unexpected and extraordinary expen- 
diture, and he should be very glad if the 
President of the Local Government Board 
would consider the advisability of accept- 
ing the Amendment. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) said 
it was most unwise to apply the strict 
rules of finance to matters of this kind. 
What the counties wanted was not so 
much a funded debt as a floating debt. 
But a floating debt was not the way to 
meet these emergencies. It ought not 
to be necessary for local authorities to 
have to take this course. The proper 
method of dealing with the matter would 
have been for the Government to have 
made a special grant to tide over these 
emergencies, and such a grant might 
easily have been made by the schools 
being given their grants at the commence- 
ment, instead of the end, of the year. 
Now a Government Department declined 
to concur with the local authority in a 
matter of local government, and at the 
same time they had neglected to do what 
they might have done with regard to this 
matter in the Act of 1902. One of the 


| great acts of omission in that Act was 


versity) pointed out that the necessity | 


for raising these sums arose from the way 
the schools had been treated. Instead 
of finding them capital, the managers 
had had to find the money, and would 


was over ; therefore they would have to 


wait for their money for a considerable | 


time. The maxim of the right hon. 


the omission of the question of finance, 
and now the Government denied to the 
local authorities the privilege of having 
an overdraft without being surcharged. 
If he had regarded this matter from a 
purely partisan point of view he should 
not regret the position, because it would 
only tend to make the Government un- 


not receive any assistance until the year | popular, but what he feared was that it 


would also tend to make the provision of 
the schools, and the schools themselves, 
unpopular. What they were applying 


Gentleman was a very sound one, and | for now was an aid to the Act of last 
he agreed that the local authorities ought | year, a smoothing of the path, a slight, 
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enabling action to make it possible for the 
Act and the schools to come more rapidly 
and smoothly into work than would 
otherwise be the case. He heartily sup- 
ported the Amendment. 


Mr. HARDY (Kent, Ashford) asked 
the right hon. Gentleman to accept the 
advice which had been offered from both 
sides of the House, and give the local 
authorities the freedom they all desired. 
The difficulty in the way of getting this 
money to start the scheme would act 
prejudicially to the Bill in rural districts, 
because this process fell heaviest on the 
districts in which there were most non- 
provided schools. The process suggested 
by his hon. friend was a simpler one than 
that suggested in the Bill. He earnestly 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
see his way to give way in this matter. 


Sir E. DURNING-LAWRENCE (Corn- 
wall, Truro) said the desire of the 
countryside was to make this Bill a 
great measure, and to make it work 
tor the benefit of the children. He 
hoped nothing would be done by the 
Government to make that more difficult. 


Mr. WALTER LONG thought there 
must be some misunderstanding with 
regard to the matter. What was 
intended by the supporters of this 
Amendment was that there should be 
power in the local authority to contract 
a temporary loan for immediate and 
pressing purposes. In his reply to 
the Amendment he thought the object 
of the Amendment was to substitute 
&@ perpetual overdraft for the loan, 
which would be contrary to the 
principles of sound finance, and that 
being so he had intended to resist it. 
But if he now understood that the 
object of the Amendment was that 
there should merely be power in the 
local authority to meet a pressing 
necessity by means of a temporary 


overdraft he would withdraw his 
opposition. 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 


Boroughs) said the discussion to-day 
illustrated the great danger of passing 
Bills without discussing them. The 
financial part of the Act of 1902 was 
never discussed, and this wasthe result. 


Mr. Yorall. 
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They were starting the local authorities 
with a great deficit, and that was not 
a proper thing to do. It was not fair 
to call upon these local authorities to 
borrow money and charge themselves 
with loans and interest and compel 
them to start with a large deficit when 
they ought to have started square. He 
thought the Government should consider 
the advisability of making some grant 
in this matter. To enable a_ local 
authority to overdraw at the bank 
was not good finance and might give 
rise to considerable difficulty. The 
present position was due to an over- 
sight on the part of the Government, 
and under the circumstances it was 
not fair that the County Councils should 
be made to pay the penalty. 


Lorp EDMUND  FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) congratulated the 
Government on having accepted the 
Amendment in the interest of the 
County Councils. The operation of the 
Act was most unequal. The county he 
represented would get through their 
difficulties fairly easily owing to the 
Act having come into operation last 
October, and to their having already 
made some arrangements, but with 
regard to the neighbouring counties 
it was quite a different matter. The 
proposal before the Committee would 
do something to ease the difficulty. 
If the Councils were allowed to overdraw 
when necessity arose the difficulty would 
be largely got over. In principle it 
might be tsaid to resemble giving the 
County Councils power to issue bills. Of 
late years Committees upstairs had been 
gradually introducing the system of 
allowing large boroughs to issue bills 
similar to Treasury bills in the place of 
the old practice of overdrawing their 
accounts, which was an objectionable 
practice to go on permanently. The 
power of temporarily overdrawing was 
realiy a somewhat unsatisfactory form of 
allowing the Councils to do for a 
limited period for a special purpose 
that which Parliament was gradually 
giving large boroughs the power to do, 
under certain safeguards, in regard to 
local government finance generally. 
That being so, he thought they ought to 
thank the right hon. Gentleman for 
accepting the Amendment. 
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Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
ee” a said that when the County 
Jouncils came to levy these extremely 
heavy rates they would make the Act 
very unpopular, hamper education, and | 
aggravate the difficulties which already | 
existed. In his own county the amount 
required would represent about 4s. 
in the £ as compared with an average 
county rate of 8d. He therefore hoped | 
the President of the Local Government | 
Board would be able even now to use his | 
influence with the Chancellor of the) 
Exchequer in this matter. 





Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye) 
joined in the appeal to the right hon. 
Gentleman to use his influence with the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, in order to 
obtain, if possible, a grant for this par- 
ticular purpose. 
the Amendment would relieve certain 
County Councils to some extent, but, 


after all, the difficulty in which they | 


were placed was not of their own 


making. 
should begin with a working balance, and 
whether they obtained the money on 


loan account or by an overdraft on their | 


bankers, they would have to pay interest. 
It was hardly fair that, for a reason 
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The facilities given by | 


It was important that they | 
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his feelings when, only a few weeks 
afterwards, the Chancellor of the Ex 
chequer informed them that he was sc 
full of money that he was able, not only 
to take fourpence off the Income Tax, 
but also to remit the registration duty on 
cern. In connection with this he would 
like to suggest to His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, not only that the money ought to 
be found for the purpose of financing 
the Act, but also the source from which 
it might be derived. The suggestion he 
wished to make was that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer should retain the duty 
on corn for a year and use the money 
for the purpose of giving the Act a fair 
start. Then ina year’s time, if the 
| Government were still in the same mind 
| with regard to the tax, a contingency 
| which could not be counted on with 
certainty, there would be plenty of 
time to remit the tax to obtain any 
electioneering benefit that might accrue 
from it. Seriously he pressed upon the 
Government the desirability of finding 
the money for the fair starting o the 
Act of last year, and of removing the 
great prejudice existing against it in con- 
sequence of the financial difficulty that 
| had arisen. 


| 


which could not be laid at their door, | 


they should be called upon to burden the 
ratepayers with that additional expense, 
and he hoped the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer would come to their relief. 


Sir CHARLES WELBY (Nottingham- 
shire, Newark) joined in reminding the 
Government of the existence of a very 
strong feeling in the country that they 
ought to have found money for the 
starting of the Act. At the instance of 
his constituents, who felt very strongly 
on this matter, he approacked the Board 
of Education some weeks ago, and in 
reply he received a certain amount of 
genuine sympathy, but at the same time 
an intimation that, owing tothe great 
financial embarrassments of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer in connection 
with the Budget, it was impossible to 
find any more money this year. Of 
course he accepted the situation, and felt 
great sympathy with the Chancellor ot 
the Exchequer in his difficulties, and did 
his best to quieten his constituents. The 
Committee would therefore understand 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Morley) said he had not much 
| sympathy with the appeals that were 
| being made. Hon. Members opposite 
'last year demanded that the County 
Councils should undertake this work, and 
| they ought now to be prepared to meet 
| the liabilities thereby involved. It had 
been frankly stated that the main 
difficulty was caused by so many denomi- 
national schools having to be taken 
|over. But the Associations of Voluntary 
| Schools had about £250,000 in hand, and 
if their schools were to be taken over, 
why should not the balances be handed 
over with them? If that were done the 
difficulty would be entirely met. 


Amendment agreed to. 


The following Amendments stood in the 
name of the hon. Member for Morley :— 
“In page 1, line 9, after ‘effect,’ insert 
‘but such sums shall not be applied to 
| the redemption of any debt contracted by 
| the managers of the school.” 
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“In page 1, line 9, after ‘effect,’ insert 
‘but such sums shall not be applied to 
the purposes of repairing any school- 
house, and shall be used exclusively for 
the purposes of maintenance.’ ” 


THE CHAIRMAN said the first of the 
above Amendments was out of. order 
because it really supposed the local 
authorities might do things which they 
certainly could not do. The local educa- 
tion authorities were not responsible for 
debts contracted by managers, and could 
not apply money towards their payment. 
With regard to the second Amendment, 
the local authority had not to repair the 
schoolhouses ; that was the duty of the 
managers. ; 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE submitted that 
the Amendment was in order, as the local 
authorities were liable for wear and tear 
repairs. 


THE CHAIRMAN : Perhaps the hon. 
Member will elucidate his Amendment. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said that 
when he placed the Amendment on the 
Paper he really meant it to cover all 
repairs. But, as his hon. friend had 
pointed out, under the Act of 1902, 
there was a possibility of the county 
authority applying money for the wear 
and tear of the schools, many of which 
had not been kept up to a proper 
standard, and he thought the right hon. 
Gentleman might consent to introduce 
the words he suggested. 


Amendment proposed- 


“In page 1, line 9, after the word ‘ effect,’ to 
insert the words ‘ but such soms shall not be 
applied te the purposes of repairing any school- 
house, and shall be used exclusively for the 
purposes of maintenance.’”— (Mr. Alfred 
Hutton.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir JOHN GORST said that the 
local authority would not be able 
to spend the money in the manner sug- 
gested by the hon. Gentleman. The 
only wear and tear the local authority 
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could spend money on was the wear and 
tear caused by their own use of the 
schools. It would be very inconvenient 
if the local authorities were not able to 
apply the money for a purpose for which 
they were legally responsible. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that this 
section was extremely vague. Was the 
interpretation of the right hon. Gentle- 
man accepted by the Government ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Certainly. 


-~ Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he would 
suggest instead of the words “to the pur- 
poses of repairing” the words “for the 
purpose of paying for such repairs in any 
school-house as may be effected or paid 
for by the local education authority.” 
That would enable the local authority to 
pay for repairs for which they were 
legally responsible. 


Proposed Amendment amended— 

‘** By leaving out the words ‘repairing any 
schoolhouse,’ and inserting the words ‘ paying 
for such repairs in the schoolhouse as may be 
etfected or paid for by the local education 
authority.’ ”—(Wr. Lloyd-George.) 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that the 
interpretation of his right hon. friend 
was the interpretation which the Govern- 
ment placed on the Act of 1902. He 
hoped that the local authorities would 
not be hampered in what was un- 
doubtedly a very difficult task. He had 
been appealed to to endeavour to induce 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to help 
the local authorities in their difficulties ; 
and now it was proposed to limit their 
powers. The only cost of wear and 
tear the local authorities would defray 
would be the wear and tear consequent 


upon their own occupation and use 
ot the schools. He, therefore, sub- 
mitted that, while the matter no 


doubt was not very serious, it would 
be undesirable to hamper the local 
authorities in the manner suggested. He 
hoped the Committee would not accept 
the Amendment. 


Question put, “That those words as 
amended be there inserted.” 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 87; Nees, 151. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue., Stroud 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Austin, Sir John 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
srigg, John 

Bryce, Right Hon. James 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh.) 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan J. Hastings 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Aug. Henry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour,Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’y 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benj. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Blundel!, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bowles, Col. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Bowles, T.G. (Lynn Regis) 
Brown, Sir Alx. H. (Shropsh.) 
Butcher, John George 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish. V C W (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J A (Worc 
Chapman, Edward 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 

Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 


Cochrane, 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Volomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasg.) 


AYES. 


Grant, Corrie 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutchinson, Dr. CharlesFredk. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, H 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington, 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, omas 

M‘Crae, George 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Palmer,SirCharlesM. (Durham 
Palmer, G. Wm. (Reading) 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 


NOES. 


) Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
| Cranborne, Lord 


| Crossley, Sir Savile 


Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickson, Charles Scott 


| Doughty, rge 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 


Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 


| Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
| Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 





Fardel]l, Sir T. George 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHuSircJ.(Maner 
Finch, Rr. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fiower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Fyler, John Arthur 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E(Elgin& Nairn 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashf’d 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
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Reid,Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbt. L. (Cleveland) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


| Stevenson, Francis §. 
| Tennant, Harold John 


Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glam., E.) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. BR.) 
Toulmin, George 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, E. (Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George Soo. 
White, Luke (York, Z. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, WLR. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifaz) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T( Huddersf d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES- 
Mr. Alfred Hutton and 
Mr. Goddard 


Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hoge, Lindsay 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Kenyon,Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slavey, Col. W.(Salop 
Kerr, John 

Knowles, Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar :Glasguw 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monm’th) 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks.NR 
Leamy, <n 

Llewellyn, Evan He 
Loaetad, Licut.-Col- A. R. 


| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 





Long, Col. Chas. W.(Hvesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah : 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Malcelm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dum/friessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mooney, John J. ‘ 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muray,RtHvA.Graham( Bute 





51 Railways (Electrical 


Murray, Chas. J. (Voventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, NW) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Pemberton, John S. G. 


Srey, 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Gu 
ealin, Sir’ Semen 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
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Ridley, Hon. M. W (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde (BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (Hast Toxteth) 
Tollemache, Henry James 
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Tomlinson, Sir Wm. E. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Sir Charles G. E. (Notts 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. ( Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE Noks— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Bill reported as amended, to be con- {| was to authorise expenditure under a 





sidered upon Monday, 8th June. 


RAILWAYS (ELECTRICAL POWER) 
EXPENSES. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. } 


Motion made, “That it is expedient 
to authorise the payment, out of 
moneys to be provided by Parliament, 
of the remuneration of any persons 
appointed hy the Board of Trade for the 
purposes of any Act of the present 
session to facilitate the introduction and 
use of Electric Power on Railways, and 
any other expenses incurred by the 
Board of Trade in carrying such Act 
into effect.” —(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said he 
did not know what this meant, and he 
objected to give a blank cheque of this 
nature to any Government Department. 
So far as he was aware there had been no 
explanation given to the House regarding 
this matter. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE. 
TARY To tHE BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
Bonar Law (Glasgow, Blackfriars): May 
I interrupt the hon. Member ; I think he is 
under a misapprehension. This is simply a 
necessary part of a Bill which has already 
passed the Second Reading. The Bill 
itself will come before the House in the 
ordinary way. 


Mr. WHITLEY thought the Minister 
in charge should get up and explain a 
Resolution when it was put forward. This 


| Bill which was in the future. Surely the 
| Committee ought to have some estimate 
| of the probable cost. 


| Mn. BONAR LAW repeated that this 
| was a necessary part of a Bill which had 
| already passed the Second Reading. 


| Mr. WHITLEY said he recollected 
| that the Bill passed the Second Reading 
;some weeks ago, almost without any 
| attention being given to it. Could the 
/hon. Gentleman state to the Committee 
what was the estimated cost of the work- 
ing of the Bill to which the Resolution 
referred ? It was only by getting figures 
to show what the cost of the Bill was 
expected to be that they would be able 
to check expenditure on the Estimates. 
| If on the Estimatés the Department was 
charged with extravagance, the hon. 
Gentleman would say that the Committee 

passed this Resolution authorising the 
| expenditure of anything they liked. 





Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lyin Regis) 
said the hon. Gentleman who represented 
|the Board of Trade had told the Com- 
| mittee that this was a formal matter. It 
| was nothing of the kind. It was a Reso- 
‘lution authorising the Board of Trade 
/to appoint any number of persons they 
liked. The clause in the Bill was as 
| follows-— 
| “The Board of Trade may (with the con- 
currence of the Treasury as to number and re- 
muneration) appoint or employ such persons 
as appear to them to be required for carrying 
this Act into effect, and the remuneration of 
such persons, and any other expenses of the 
Board of Trade under this Act shall be de- 
frayed out of moneys provided by Parliament.” 
Consequently, what the Committee was 
called upon to do was to authorise the 
| Board of Trade to appoint any number 








it~ 
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of persons they thought might be re- 
quired, and to declare that the expenses 
should be paid out of money provided 
by Parliament. The Committee ought 
to have some information as to the 
amount of money involved. When the 
Bill was before the House for Second 
Reading they were told that the matter 
of expense could be discussed on the 
Committee stage, and now on the Com- 
mittee stage they were told there was to 
be no consideration at all. His objection 
to the clause was that it enabled the 
Board of Trade to do what was tanta- 
mount to this—to appoint another whole 
army of inspectors to see that the 
alterations which the railway companies 
made, were done according to the notions | 
of some person at the Board of Trade. | 
It was an addition to the accursed army | 
of inspectors which was treading under 
its heel the people of this country. He 
expected that we should have inspectors 
to see that we all went to bed at ten 
o'clock, and that we did not play bridge 
or cast lots. He thought the Govern- 
ment were not treating the Committee 
with proper respect when they did not 
even give an estimate of the amount 
they were going to spend under this 
Resolution. He hoped the Committee 
would insist upon a statement from the 
hon. Gentleman. 





| 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W. R., Keighley) 
said he had another grievance as to the 
nature of the work expected to be done. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is not entitled to discuss the Bill. This 
is purely a formal matter in order to 
enable the Committee to discuss 
this particular clause of the Bill. 
Supposing this Resolution were not 
accepted by the Committee, the Com- 
mittee would not be able to discuss 
Clause 5 of the Bill. | When that clause 
is reached, that will be the proper time 
to discuss the number of appointments 
proposed to be made, and the remunera- 
tion of the persons proposed to be 
appointed, and until this Resolution is 
passed the Committee is not entitled to 
consider that at all. 


Mr. BRIGG said his grievance was 
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that the Bill was not made applicable to 
eanal companies. 
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*Tue CHAIRMAN: That has nothing 
to do with this Resolution whatever. 


Mr. CHANNING said he was a 
supporter of the Bill, but he thought the 
position the Committee was placed in by 
the Resolution was exceedingly unreason- 
able. He did not share the apprehen- 
sions of the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn with regard to the possibility of 
there being a large army of inspectors. 
He did not think they ought to authorise 
an unlimited expenditure. The Parlia- 
mentary Secretary to the Board of Trade 
ought to inform the Committee what he 
thought was the probable amount of 
money which would be required under 
the Bill for the first year. 


- Mr. BONAR LAW said that this was 

a purely formal stage of the Bill, and it 
was very unreasonable to ask for an 
estimate of the expense that would be 
involved. It was not absolutely neces- 
sary for the Board of Trade to take any 
steps. Their action would altogether 
depend on what was done by the Railway 
Companies ; on the number of Railway 
Companies which availed themselves of 
the Act. If no Railway Company 
applied for the benefit of the Act there 
would be no expense, and even if one 
or two applied, he believed that the 
present staff of the Board of Trade would 
be quite sufficient to deal with the 
necessary work which would be thrown 
upon them by the Act. 


Sim ALBERT ROLLIT said that the 
restrictions and delays which occurred in 
the introduction of electric lighting into 
this country had led to most unfortunate 
consequences, and he certainly hoped they 
would not repeat the error in regard to 
the introduction of electric traction. We 
were very greatly behind the United States 
and our own colonies in the matter of 
electric traction, and the sooner we adopted 
it the better. That form of energy 
would be universally applied in a very 
few years and would be more economical 
than the present system of traction. 


Mr. WHITLEY said that he objected 
to any Resolution being passed in Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means without having 
any explanation from the Minister in 
Charge. This procedure in Committee 


'of Ways and Means was one of the few 
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remaining protections which private | 
Members had against the extravagance | 
of the Government. However, from 
what the hon. Gentleman had said there | 
was evidently no intention on the part of | 
the Board of Trade to engage a large | 
number of new inspectors without putting | 
the expenditure on the Estimates, and 
with that assurance he was quite satisfied. 





Resolved, That it is expedient to | 
authorise the payment, out of moneys to 
be provided by Parliament, of the re- 
muneration of any persons appointed by 
the Board of Trade for the purposes of 
any Act of the present session to facili- 
tate the introduction and use of electric 
power on railways, and any other expenses 
incurred by the Board of Trade in carry- 
ing such Act in effect.—(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday, 
Sth June. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (TRANSFER OF 
POWERS) BILL. 
As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee) considered. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN  (Mont- 
gomery) said that in the absence of his 
hon. friend,the Member for East Somerset 
he begged to move the omission of 
Sub-section 3 of Clause 1. This was 
a very valuable Bill in connection 
with local self-government, but he 
thought that the sub-section which he 
wished to see deleted was likely to cause 
very considerable difficulty in the 
administration of the Act. In fact he 
thought it would reaily render the Act 
nugatory. The relations between the 
minor and the superior local authorities 
were very frequently of a somewhat 
delicate character, and there was apt to 
be undue jealousy on the part of the 
minor local authorities at any increase 
of power being given to the County 
Councils. The sub-section provided 
that— 

‘*Where the Local Government Board propose 
to make a Provisional Order under this section 
transferring any power, duty, or liability to the , 
Council of the County or county borough, the 
Board shall give notice to all local authorities 
who, in the opinion of the Board, are likely to 
be affected by the transfer, and if within such 
time as the Board prescribes the majority of 
those authorities notify to the Board that they 
object to any such proposed transfer, the Order 
shall not be proceeded with so far as relates to 


Mr. Wh itley. { 
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| authorities to obstruct it. 
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that transfer, but without prejudice to the 
power of the Board to propose a new Order.” 

It seemed to him that where the Local 
Government Board and the County 
Council were agreed that the transference 
of any power was expedient it should not 
be in the power of the minor local 
He begged 


to move. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 1, line 15, to leave out Sub-section 
(3) of Clause 1.”—(Mr. Humphreys-Owen.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said he would 
point out to his hon. friend that all that 
thesub-section provided for was that there 
must be inquiry before the transfer of 


the powers, and that the minor authori- 


ties should have an opportunity of being 
heard for or against. It was perfectly 
well known that, in the past, there had 
been a great deal of friction between the 
minor and the superior local authorities, 
and also between them and_ tre 
central authority. If an attempt 
was made by the superior local authority 
to co-operate with the central authority 
for the transfer of powers to the former 
without full inquiry, a blow would be 
struck at minor local government. 


*Mr. CHANNING expressed the strong 
hope that the Government would retain 
this sub-section. It was arrived at by a 
compromise in the Grand Committee. 
The Bill enabled powers of the great 
State Departments to be transferred by 
Provisional Order to a single County 
Council and thus affected the claims 
and interests of the urban councils, 
boroughs, and other minor authorities. 
He had himself considered whether 
some better Amendment could not be 
devised to secure their interests than 
the clause, but must confess that he had 
failed. The clause would prevent any 
serious hardships and tend to eliminate 


friction between the County Council and 
| the minor authorities. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.) 


| said that everyone who had studied this 


question {must know that there was a 
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real difficulty. It was all very well to 
talk about the minor local authorities, | 
but that there was friction between 
the County Councils and the non- 
County Boroughs was perfectly well 
known, and it seemed to him that the 
sub-section was the only way out of the 
difficulty, unless hon. Members were 
prepared to coerce the minor local 
authorities into arrangements with the 
superior local authorities. 
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of Guardians, or an Urban Council, the 
majority in each case would have to be 


consulted. Public opinion was growing 


in those matters. In his own county, 
they sometimes got over difficulties by 
convening a representative meeting of 
all the minor authorities, in such 
matters as valuation, for instance; and 
he found that the minor authorities 
could be got to accept things in that 
way much better than if it were sought 


to force them. The Bill got in the thin 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) said he entirely 
agreed with the hon. Member for 
East Northampton, when he said that 
this sub-section was not only a com- 
promise but the only possible com- 
promise. What were the facts? They 
had to find a modus vivendi between the 
Borough Councils and the County 
Councils. They could not succeed by 
trying to override the powerful 
section of opinion represented by the 
Boroughs and the Urban Councils. For 
twelve or thirteen years one attempt 
after another had been made by the 
County Councils Association and the 
Municipal Councils Association, and by 
successive Governments to find some 
means of decentralisation ; but they had 
always failed. The County Councils had 
not yet entirely obtained the confidence 
of the boroughs. Great efforts had been 
made in late years by the two great 
associations representing the County 
Councils and the municipal boroughs 
to find a modus vivendi ; and he was very 
hopeful that if the Bill passed it would 
be the beginning of a better state of 
things. If, however, the County 
Councils tried to override the minor 
authorities, they could not possibly 
make a greater mistake in their own 
interests. He did not believe that the 
sub-section which it was proposed to 
omit would reduce the Bill to a nullity. | 
Aschairman of the Standing Committee 
on Law, he presided over the discussions 
on the Bill in Committee. An attempt 
was made to introduce the Parish | 
Councils; but that was going a great 
deal too far. If they had been intro-| 
duced, he quite admitted the Bill would | 


proposed was, that where there was a. 
decentralising order affecting a Board | 


end of the wedge; and that wedge 
would gradually extend, not, however, 
by compulsion, but by the mutual con- 
sent of the two great classes of 
public opinion which the Bill affected. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that there 
was practical agreement in all quarters 
of the House with reference to the Bill. 


The hon. Gentleman who moved the 


Amendment of his right hon. friend the 
Member for East Somerset said that the 
Amendments put into the Bill upstairs 
would entirely destroy its effect. He 
entirely disagreed with the hon. Gentle- 
man He believed that the hon. Gentle- 
man who had just spoken did not in 
the least exaggerate the effect of the 
Amendment. Without the sub-section 
he did not think it would be possible to 
pass the Bill; and even if, by some 
fortuitous circumstance, it was passed 
without that sub-section, it would he 
impossible to give it effect against the 
will of the bodies whom the hon. 
Gentlemen called the minor authorities. 
The origin of the Bill was a demand 
made by some of the representatives of 
Wales that there should be a transfer 
made of some of those powers. it was 
pointed out that such a transfer could 
not be made under the existing law, as at 
present a transfer could only be general 
and not particular. The main object of 
the Bill was to enable a transfer to be 
made in particular cases. The case 
presented by Wales was that not onl) 
was the transfer desirable, but that there 
was no opposition among the county 
boroughs or urban districts. Therefore. 
the whole foundation of the Bill was not 


| only the desire for a transfer, but the 
not be worth passing. What the Bill | 


particular unanimity of the local authori 
ties concerned. They could dono more 
evil turn to the County Councils than to 
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put on them the administration of some 
of the duties of a Government Depart- 
ment against the conviction and desire 
of the other local authorities. He was, 
therefore, glad that the Motion of the 
hon. Gentleman, which would amount 
to the rejection of the measure, had 
found such little favour in the House. 


*Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lancaster) 
said he cordially supported the position 
which the Government had been pleased 
to take up to try and meet the feelings 
expressed on behalf of the local authori- 
ties whose position this Bill proposed to 
alter. When the Local Government Bill 
came before the House in 1888 the fear was 
expressed on behalf of many of the urban 
districts that too great powers were being 
given to the County Councils, and it was 
decided in the general interest that the 
Local Government Board should only 
have power to make a general transfer, 
not to transfer in particular cases. The 
very foundation upon which local govern- 
ment in the country had been developed 
had been on the basis of consent ; and he 
thought the arrangements which were 
now before them in this Bill and in the 
Amendments he had put on the Paper in 
Committee which the Government were 
pleased to accept, met the desires of those 
concerned. There was no doubt what- 
ever that in many cases the Local Govern- 
ment Board should have tke power of 
transferring certain powers; and he 
thought that by the arrangements con- 
tained in the Bill justice would be done 
to the cases where between the County 
Council and the smaller districts there 
was a desire to have those powers trans- 
ferred, and at the same time protect those 
where there might be a feeling of hesitancy 
as to the granting of those powers. On 
behalf of the non-county boroughs and 
urban districts he thanked the Govern- 
ment for the spirit they had shown in 
accepting the Amendments which were 
proposed in Committee. 


Mr. EDWARDS (Radnor) said he 
desired to associate himself with the 
remarks of the hon. Member who had 
just spoken. The right hon. Gentleman 
the President of the Local Government 
Board referred to the part which the 
Weish Members had taken in bringing 
this matter before the House. The right 
hon. Gentleman thought that, if it was 


Mr. Walter Long. 
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desirable that those powers should be 
transferred, they should be transferred by 
a Government Bill. It did not, however, 
much matter who introduced the Bill as 
long as the powers were transferred. He 
congratulated the right hon. Gentleman 
who, although he opposed his Bill, 
because it was a private Member’s Bill, 
showed that he was sincere in the 
matter by bringing forward this Bill. 
He was glad to find that the difficulties 
which stood in the way of the Bill 
for many years had at last been over- 
come. When the President of the Local 
Government Board in 1899 tried to pass 
a Bill of this kind, he was met by the 
opposition ot the Borough Councils. 
In his opinion, the omission of the sub- 
section would destroy the Bill altogether ; 
and he would appeal to his hon. friend 
to accept the sense of the House, 
especially as the Bill went through 
Committee practically unanimously. 
The position might not be ideal; but 
it was a distinct advance. 


(Transfer of Powers) Bill. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) said he also wished 
to appeal to his hon. friend to withdraw 
the Amendment, as there was a 
great feeling throughout the country, 
especially on the part of the boroughs 
and the rural authorities, that those 
powers should not be rushed upon them 
without their consent. 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) 
said he also wished to say how 
cordially he appreciated the action of 
the right hon. Gentleman in bringing 
forward the Bill ; and he congratulated 
the right hon. Gentleman on a very 
useful measure. He hoped his hon. 
friend would withdraw his Amendment. 


Mr. BRIGG said he was glad to see 
that the compromise which had been 
arrived at in the Grand Committee: 
appeared to be satisfactory to all con- 
cerned. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN said that 
after the appeals which had been 
addressed to him, especially the appeal 
of his hon. friend the Member for Rad- 
nor, who was the parent of the Bill, he 
would ask leave to withdraw the Amend- 
ment. Thehon. Member forSouth Islington. 
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seemed a little troubled at his having 
referred to ‘minor local authorities ; ” 
but he had not the least idea of saying 
anything disparaging. He only borrowed 
a convenient phrase, used by the Govern- 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he hoped 
the House would consent to the Third 
Reading. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 
SUPPLY [21st May, EVENING SITTING]. 
Resolution reported. 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 
Cuass III. 


“ That a sum, not exceeding £375,897, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1904, for the expenses of the 
prisons in England, Wales, and the 
Colonies.”’ 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) called 
attention to the fact that when this Vote 
was in Committee he had asked a ques- 
tion as to the large increase of £25,000, 
but had received no answer owing pro- 
hably to the fact that the hour was late 
when the right hon. Gentleman replied, 
and this point was overlooked. He 
wished now to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man whether he could not see his way 
to economise in this Department when 
the Vote next came before the House. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
explained that the number of convictions 
in England had enormously increased 
owing to the practice of legislation making 
petty offences punishable by fine or im- 
prisonment. In England, as in Scotland, 
the people frequently preferred to go to 
prison rather than pay the fine, and that 
uecessitated greatly increased prison 
accommodation. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror THE HOME DEPART- 
MENT (Mr. CocuraNeg, Ayrshire, N.) 
said that serious crime, happily, con- 
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tinued to decrease. The increase in the 
number of prisoners arose almost entirely 
from the large increase in the number 
of petty offences in the last two or three 
years. The increase in the Estimate 
was to provide for a further estimated 
increase. In addition to that there was 
the increased cost of the new prison 
dietary which the House had sanctioned. 


Mr. WHITLEY: Does that account 
for the increase in the number of the 
petty offences ? 


*Mr. COCHRANE declined to ex- 
press an opinion on such a wide question 
as to whether persons might or might 
not prefer the diet of the prison to that 
of the workhouse. 


Resolution agreed to. 


SUPPLY [22Np Apriz]. 
Resolution reported. 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES 1903-4, 


Cuass If. 


“ That a sum, not exceeding £139,395, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1904, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Office of the Committee 
of Privy Council for Trade and Sub- 
ordinate Departments, including a Grant 
in Aid.” 


Resolution read a second time. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
moved that the consideration of the said 
Resolution might be postponed. His 
reason for making this Motion was that 
in consequence of the most regrettable 
accident to the President of the Board 
of Trade, which no one _ deplored 
more than he, the questions he desired to 
raise could not be properly raised. He 
would just call attention to the fact that 
the Prime Minister had informed the 
Committee that out of this Vote he pro- 
posed to take certain moneys and allocate 
them to the purposes of the Convention 
at Brussels. That was one reason for 
postponing the consideration of this 
Resolution. Besides that, he had serious 
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-complaints to make with regard to the | 
Department of the right hon, Gentleman 
with regard to the Returns in connection 
with shipping which had been promised | 
again and again and never supplied, and | 
with regard to the question of shipping | 
subsidies. These were very important 
matters, and under the circumstances he | 
thought he was justified in moving the 
postponement. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 5.) | 
hoped his hon. friend would accede to 
the Motion, which seemed a most reason- 
able one. The appropriation of these 
funds for the purpose of the Sugar Con- 
vention, which many of them opposed, 
was a conclusive reason for postponing it. 


“Mr. CALDWELL said there were 
special reasons for the postponement of 
the Resolution. When dealing with a 
great Department the Resolution was 
always held over from time to time in 
case of matters cropping up. On the 
night this Vote was taken it was taken 
on the distinct understanding that the 
Report should be put off for some time, 
because there were other matters to be 
taken on Report. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY To THE BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) said 
he.was prepared to accede to the request 
of hon. Members. He merely desired to 
say that where there were two officers in 
charge of a Department one should be 
ready to answer any questions which 
might be put. Had such questions been 
addressed to him he would have done 
his best to answer them, but he had no 
objection to postpone this Report. 


Further consideration of Resolution 
postponed till Monday, 8th June. 


SUPPLY [2Ist APRIL, AFTERNOON SITTING] 
REPORT. 


Order read, for further consideration | 


of Twelfth Resolution, *‘ That a sum, 
not exceeding £48,288, be granted to 
His Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 3lst day of 
March, 1904, for the Salaries 
Expenses of the Board of Agriculture, 
and for Kew Botanic and Pleasure | 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


{COMMONS} 


and | 


Navy Estimates. 64 


Gardens, including certain Grants in 
Aid.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


SUPPLY [14TH May, AFTERNOON SITTING]. 
Resolution reported. 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 


Section 1. ‘‘ That a sum, not exceed- 
ing £2,991,800, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Expenses of the 
Personnel for Shipbuilding. Repairs, 
Maintenance, &c., including the cost of 
Establishments of Dockyards and Naval 
Yards at Home and Abroad, which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1904.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


SUPPLY [14TH MAy, EVENING SITTING]. 
Resolution reported. 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 

Section 2. “ That a sum not exceed- 
ing £4,786,700, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Expense of the 
Matériel for Shipbuilding, Repairs, 
Maintenance, &c., including the cost of 
Establishments of Dockyards and Naval 
Yards at Home and Abroad, which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March. 
1904.” 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said _ he 
desired to move the recommittal of the 
Resolution. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Has_ the hon. 
Member any precedent for proposing the 
recommittal of a Resolution of Com- 
mittee of Supply ? 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he had 
fortified himself by referring to the 
Journals of the House. On 10th Aug., 
1880, a Resolution was recommitted to 
Committee of Supply, and there were 
good precedents both for recommitta! 
and for postponement. He hoped the 
Civil Lord tothe Admiralty would beableto 
give satisfactory reasons why recommittal 
should not take place, but the ground on 
which he moved was that the Vote was 
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not so fully discussed as a Vote of such | 
importance, and involving so large a sum | 
of money, should be. He wished also to | 
remind the House that it had power to) 
recommit even a Resolution, and he there- | 
fore moved. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That the Resolution be re-committed | 
to Committee of Supply.” 


Mr. SPEAKER : Of course I have not 
had an opportunity of considering the 
precedent to which the hon. Member 
refers, nor was I aware there was any 
such case. Subject to that, however, | 
will put the Question. 


Mr. PRETYMAN (Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge) said his hon. friend had not given 
any reason why the Resolution should be 
recommitted. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: That of in- 
adequate discussion. 
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Court of Judicature as are not charged 
on the Consolidated Fund.” 


2. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£28,144, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1904, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Office of the 


Land Registry.” 


3. “‘ Thata sum, not exceeding £25,000, 


be granted to His Majesty, to complete 


the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1904, for the Salaries and 
Expenses connected with the County 
Courts.’ 


4. “ That a sum, not exceeding £26,390, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 


-of March, 1904, for the Salaries of the 


Mr. PRETY MAN said that was a very 
general statement. The Vote might be a 
large one, but the whole of the sitting 
was devoted to its discussion. The 
Secretary to the Admiralty answered 
every point raised in the debate, as far 
as he could judge, to the general satis- 
faction of the Committee. In the absence 
of any specific complaint he was afraid 
that was all he could say. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked leave 
to withdraw the Motion. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Resolution agreed to. 
SUPPLY [21ST MAy, AFTERNOON SITTING]. 


Resolutions Reported. 


Commissioner and Assistant Commis- 
sioners of the Metropolitan Police, and 
of the Receiver for the Metropolitan 
Police District, the Pay and Expenses of 
Officers of Metropolitan Police em- 
ployed on special duties, and the Salaries 


_and Expenses of the Inspectors of Con- 


stabulary.” 
Resolutions agreed to. 


PUBLIC OFFICES (DUBLIN) 
(ADVANCES). 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That it is expedient to authorise the 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE. 
PANTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 
CLAss TIT. 


1. “That a sum, not exceeding | 
£180,118, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of | 
payment during the year ending on the | 
31st day of March, 1904, for such of the 


Salaries and Expenses of the Supreme 
VOL, CXXIII. [Fourtu Serizs.] 


issue out of the Consolidated Fund of 
such sums, not exceeding in the whole 
£225,000, as may be required for the 
purposes of any Act of the present session 
tor the acquisition of certain land in 
Dublin, and for the erection and equip- 


| ment of a Royal College of Science and 


other buildings for the public service, 
and to authorise the Treasury for the 
purpose of providing for the issue and 
repayment of such sums to borrow 


C 
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money by means of Terminable Annui- 
ties for a period not exceeding thirty 
years, such annuities to be paid out of 
moneys to be provided by Parliament 
for the Service of the Commissioners, 
and if those moneys are insufficient, out 
of the Consolidated Fund.”—( Mr. Arthur 
Elliot.) 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.) regretted 
that, owing to the unexpected way in 
which this matter had come on, the great 
body of Irish Members were not present 
to take part in the discussion, especially 
the Dublin Members, who were particu 
larly interested in this question. As 
regarded the Bill itself, which had for its 
object the provision of a site for the new 
College of Science, he, of course, desired 
to support it, but he wished to take that 
opportunity of calling attention to the 
way in which the site was to be allocated. 
The Bill which was introduced last year 
was not carried, as it raised considerable 
opposition on the ground that certain 
Government cflices were to be trans- 
ferred. On this occasion he was anxious 
to raise the question whether the Govern- 
ment would not provide in connection 
with the present Bill that a portion of 
the new site should be allotted to a 
modern Gallery of Art. 


Tae CHAIRMAN pointed out that it 
would not be in order for the hon. Member 
to go into that point. The Bill itself was 
not now before the Committee. What 
they were discussing was the formal 
financial Resolution to give the Bill effect. 


Mr. BOLAND wished to know whether 
there would be any later opportunity of 
discussing this matter. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. ELLIoT) was 
doubtful whether he would be in order 
in going into the details of the Bill on 
this Resolution, but thought there would 


be ample opportunity of discussing details | 


when this Bill got into Committee. He 
was perfectly aware of what the hon. 


Member had at heart, and assured him | 


that only after the most careful considera- 
tion had the Treasury been forced to de- 
cide that they could not meet his views. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) 


held that it would be in order, and in: to this matter. 
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accordance with precedent, that the 
Minister in charge of the Resolution 
should explain the — for which this 
money was being asked. That course was 
frequently followed when they were dis- 
cussing Resolutionston which Bills were 
founded. 


*THE CHAIRMAN said that was so. 
But he had stopped the hon. Member 
who was addressing the Committee be- 
cause he was suggesting that the money 
should be spent on some other scheme 
than that involved. That was not per- 
missible on this Resolution, which was 
simply to give effect to one specific pur- 
pose. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said this money 
would be borrowed and repaid by termin- 
able annuities, extending over thirty 
years, and he wished to protest against 
the growing practice of constructing 
publie works of this sort, out of borrowed 
money rather than out of sums placed on 
the annual Estimates. That was a wrong 
principle so far as Parliamentary control 
was concerned, and it was a wrong system 
of finance. Hitherto that method had 
been adopted only in cases where the 
work would be of very great magnitude, 
and he thought the Committee were 
entitled to some explanation of why it 
had been adopted on the present occasion, 
where such a comparatively small sum 
was involved. 


Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, 8.) 
said that in the debate of last year the 
then Secretary to the Treasury made 
certain statements as to what was to be 
done. He wished to know if the under- 
takings then given were to be departed 
from. At that time it was stated that 
certain buildings were to be occupied by 
the Irish Local Government Board, and 
he wished to know if that arrangement 
had been altered. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: That is hardly 
relevant to this question, which is a 
strictly financial Resolution. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) said it was not unreasonable to ask 
the present Secretary to the Treasury to 
give the Irish Members an opportunity of 
obtaining the fullest information in regard 
If the Secretary to the 
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Treasury would refer to the debate of 
the 28th of May last year he would find 
several long statements on the subject 
made by the then Secretary to the 
Treasury, and if the hon. Gentleman read 
those statements he would understand 
the point which had been raised by his 
hon. friend. He thought some under- 
taking ought to be given to look into this 
matter, because the point raised by the 
hon. Member for Kerry was one which 
ought to be carefully inquired into. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (York- 
shire, Cleveland) asked if it would 
be in order when they came to the 
Committee stage to make this money 


payable out of taxation instead of 
borrowed money. 

Mr. ELLIOT said the Bill had 
now reached that stage at which it 


was largely in the hands of the Hybrid 
Committee, and he did not see why the 
questions which had been raised should 
not be threshed out before that Committee. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said that the 
Hybrid Committee could not alter the 
method by which this loan was to be 
raised. If this was the one opportunity 
when the House of Commons could 
express its opinion as to the way this 
money was to be raised, surely they were 
entitled to take this occasion in order to 
obtain an explanation from the Secretary 
to the Treasury. So far as he was aware 
there was no precedent for a work of this 
comparatively small magnitude being 
constructed by means of borrowed money 
instead of out of the annual Votes of the 
year. He begged to move that this sum 
be paid out of the annual Vote. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : I cannot accept 
that Motion because it rests with the 
Minister to decide in what way the 
money shall be raised and the Committee 
cannot alter that. The Committee can of 
course refuse the proposal, but it cannot 
extend it. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: My proposal 
would not extend it, but would simply 
alter it. 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Univer- 


sity) said this was not the first 
time they had discussed this question 
in Committee of the House of 
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Commons, Earlier in the session the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer said that 
this plan of borrowing money for the 
purpose of constructing work was only 
used in cases of large and important work 
and that all small and minor works 
were to be paid for in the usual con- 
stitutional manner. They could not call 
this £250,000 a very largesum. There- 
fore, according to the statement of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, this building 
ought to be paid for by the annual Vote 
of Parliament. He thought they ought 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury to 
explain why the general principle laid 
down by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had been departed from. 


Mr. ELLIOT said that it was 
quite true that this money had been 
raised by terminable annuities, but the 
Vote for these annuities would appear in 
the yearly Estimate, and hon. Members 
would be able to discuss these questions 
when those items came before the Com- 
mittee. The system which they were 
adopting was the usual one. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND asked if 
it was not a fact that money had been 
borrowed for similar objects in exactly 
the same way for buildings in this 
country. He remembered not long ago 
that a considerable sum was raised in 
this way for public offices in London. 
The amount under discussion was rela- 
tively a small one, but it was a very 
important matter to Ireland, and he was 
utterly astonished to find objections 
being raised to obtaining this compara- 
tively small sum for public offices in 
Ireland. Not long ago several millions, 
to which Ireland contributed, were 
expended upon colossal buildings in 
London, which not one Irishman in 
10,000 would ever see, and now, when 
a small sum was asked for to erect public 
offices in Ireland, this petty quibble was 
raised as to the way the money should 
be found. He hoped this small sum 
would be granted in a graceful way. If 
there was any bones made about it, the 
people of Ireland would say they had 
had to drag this money out of the 
House of Commons. He hoped the 
Secretary to the Treasury would pay 
particular attention to the points which 
had been raised. 


C 2 
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Mr. BOLAND asked whether, on the 
Motion for Adjournment to-morrow, he | 
would be able to raise this matter again 
with a view to getting a further expres- 
sion of opinion from the Secretary to the 
Treasury. 


*Tur CHAIRMAN : I should not like | 
to give any ruling upon what will. be in- 
order on the Motion for Adjournment, 


when Mr. Speaker will be in the Chair. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL said that 
by bringing foward this Resolution at | 
the present time the Government were 
setting a precedent which might have 
serious consequences, It was not expected | 
that this large financial question would | 
come forward to-day. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer was not in his place, and 
right hon. Gentlemen on that side of 
the House who held strong views on the 
matter were not there. He would venture 
to suggest to the Secretary to the Treasury 
that 1t was reasonable that this Resolution 
should be postponed until a later occasion 
when it could be more fully debated. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I am 
prepared to debate it as long as ever you 
like now. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) 
said it was difficult to understand the 
position taken up by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. They denied that the principle 
which the Government applied to the 
erection of public offices in London should 
be applied in Dublin. Their only reason 
was that in one case the sum was two 
millions, while the other meant » quarter 
of a million. So far as principle was 
concerned, there was no principle to 
stand upon at all. The Treasury had 
decided on raising the money in this 
way, and why should hon. Gentlemen 


object? He agreed with the hon. 
Member for East Clare that it was 


taking all the grace out of it. The 
Committee had plenty of time to spare 
to-night, and he hoped they would 
not adjourn the discussion. He re- 
membered that the Bill was lost last 
vear by tactics of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. He hoped that the same 
tactics would not wreck the Bill this 
year. 
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in the Bill was obviously the right 
way of dealing with this matter. It 
might be a small thing, £250,000, but 
how could they possibly arrange for 
the Treasury getting that in annual 
sums? They would by adopting 
that means be upsetting rules just as 
much as if they got the amount ina Bill 
like this. It was very much better to 
do as was done in the case of the South 
Kensington Museum, and get the whole 
sum in this way than get it on 
haphazard Votes of the House. If they 
had not done this for large buildings 
there would have been a temptation to 
stop building operations during the 
expenditure consequent upon the war. 
In carrying out these large works it was 
very much better that the money should 
be voted as a whole at once. It was the 
cheapest, most business-like and common- 
sense way, and it was the way that any 
person in private life would adopt in 
dealing with such a matter. 


Mr. TOULMIN (Lancashire, Bury) 
said he should like to join in the protest 
against the principle of borrowing money 
for such works as these. He did not 
desire that the Resolution should be 
postponed, or that they should stand in 
the way of these buildings being erected 
in Dublin. Hedid think, however, that 
it was well that the Committee should 
take note of the wayin which this 
principle of borrowing was being extended. 
He could not admit that they had adopted 
the principle of borrowing money in thi 
way. He thought it would be very 
much better to pay for the work out of 
Revenue. They did not pay for Post 
Offices in England by borrowing money. 
They paid a certain amount every year. 
Practically the passing of the Resolution 
would commit the House to the expendi- 
ture, and he thought it was a bad prin- 
ciple that these smaller sums should be 
borrowed. He was not sure but that 
they were being committed to more 
extravagant schemes than they might 
sometimes think wise to enter into, when 
they adopted for these smaller sums the 
principle of borrowing which should he 
reserved for larger sums. 


Mr. ELLIOT said he could only refer 
the Committee to a case in 1894, when 


£200,000 was raised by means of annui- 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.) said that the method proposed 


British 


ties to provide additional land for the 
Museum. There was nothing 
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new being done by what was now | 
'of the Burgh Police (Scotland) Act of 


proposed in connection with the College 
of Science and the new public offices in 
Dublin. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he accepted the 
precedent quoted by the hon. Gentleman 
as corresponding to a certain extent to 
what was now proposed, but stiil he main- 
tained that this method of procedure was 
not that which had usually been followed 
in the past. The National Gallery for Ire- 
land, which cost something like £80,000, 
was built entirely out of annual Votes. At 
present there was an annual Vote for the 
extension of the National Gallery, and 
hitherto, when the Government was 
going to undertake works of a character 
similar to this new College, he ventured 
to say that it had been the almost 
invariable practice to put a sum down 
annually on the Estimates to be voted by 
the House. It was their duty to protest 
against the continual extension of what 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer regarded 
as an evil practice which was growing 
up, of increasing the public debt by 
horrowing for works similar to these. 


Resolved: That it is expedient to 
authorise the issue, out of the Consoli- 
dated Fund, of such sums, not exceeding 
in the whole £225,000, as may be re- 
quired for the purposes of any Act of 
the present session for the acquisition of 
certain land in Dublin, and for the erec 
tion and equipment of a Royal College 
of Science and other buildings for the 
public service, and to authorise the 
Treasury for the purpose of providing 
for the issue and repayment of such 
sums to borrow money by means of 
Terminable Annuit:es for a period not 
exceeding thirty years, such annuities to 


be paid ou: of moneys to be provided by | 


Parliament for the service of the Com- 


missioners, and if those moneys are in- | 
sutticient out of the Consolidated Fund. | 


Resolution to be reported 


Monday, 8th June. 


MARINE STORE DEALERS (IRELAND) 
B 4 i 
[Seconp READING. | 
THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Arkrnson, London- 
derry, N.), in moving the Second 
Reading of this Bill, said the object 


{27 May 1903} 


upon | 


Lords (Veto). 74 


was to extend to Ireland a few sections 


1892 for the purpose of putting marine 

dealers under certain restrictions. It 
was found recently in Ireland, especially 
in Dublin, that the number of petty 
larcenies was largely on the increase, 
and not only were they committed by 
professional thieves, but, it was much 
to be regretted, by children of tender 
years who were seduced from the paths 
of honesty and probity into crime, by the 
facilities afforded by the receivers of 
stolen goods. The object of the Bill was 
simply to put these marine dealers— 
brokers, as they were called in Scotland 
—under restrictions, so that they should 
keep a book in which should be entered 
the name of any person who brought 
goods for sale, and the description of the 
goods ; that they should keep the o— 
for fourteen days ; that they should not 
deface them; and that they also should 
keep a record of the name of the pur- 
chaser to whom they might afterwards 
dispose of them, and to give facilities to 
the police for the inspection of those 
books. This would not interfere with 
the honest dealer, but it would enable 
the police to detect crime. 


3ill read a second time, and committed 
for Wednesday, 10th June. 


ROYAL COMMISSIONS AND SELECT 
COMMITTEES (COST). 

Return ordered, “Showing the annual 
cost to the country of Royal Commissions 
and Select Committees, respectively, ap- 
pointed since the year 1892.”—(M. 
Malcolm.) 


And, there being no further business 
set down for the Afternoon Sitting, Mr. 
SPEAKER left the Chair till this Evening’s 
Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


HOUSE OF LORDS (VETO) 


| *Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
| ston) said that from time to time various 
| proposa's had been made in the House 
‘of Commons for the reform or the 
| abolition of the House of Lords. Some 
'of the Motions were said by those who 
opposed them to be either undesirable, 
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indefinite, or impracticable. The Motion | 
he moved to-night was not, however, 
open to the charge of vagueness or 
ambiguity, and he hoped to show that | 
it was not only desirable but practica- | 
ble. This was a burning question | 
amongst the people, who had made up | 
their minds that until the problem of the 
House of Lords was disposed of there 
could be very little useful and progressive 
legislation in this country. He did not 
now propose to discuss the question of 
whether there should be one or two! 
Chambers, but he was perfectly certain | 
that if this country only possessed one | 
Chamber and it was proposed to establish | 
a second, in which the sole qualification 
for a seat should be that the occupier 
should be the eldest son of his father, | 
and that he and other eldest sons should 
possess the power of perpetual veto, that 
the proposer of such a scheme would be 
speedily incarcerated in an asylum for 
idiots. But that principle was unfortun- 
ately embodied in the British Constitu- 
tion. We had not yet reached the stage 
when we had hereditary tinkers, tailors, 
or shoemakers ; but in our Constitution 
hereditary lawmakers had the power 
to meddle, muddle, and destroy useful | 
legislation passed by the House which 
derived its authority from the ballot-box. 
Post men, policemen, porters, and domestic 
servants had to produce some evidence of 
character for their positions, but no such 
qualification of capability or character 
was needed for the House of Lords. The 
Members of the House of Lords were 
all presumed to be honourable and 
able men, and born lawmakers. It 
was idle to disguise the fact that this 
evil existed, and his desire was to make 
the best use of the House of Lords 


and to bring it into harmony 
with modern requirements. ‘This 
was the object of his Resolution. 


For some time past he had been in. 
correspondence with Members of the | 


various Parliaments of Europe and) 
America, and had endeavoured to find | 
out whether any other Chamber in 


Europe was based on the same system 
as the House of Lords, and this was 
the result of his enquiries. The Upper 


House of Austria was composed of 
princes, nobles with proper qualifica- 
tions and some hereditary rights, some 
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Mr. Cremer. 
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by the Emperor. Their power of veto 
was perpetual, but in case of a conflict a 
conference was arranged between the two 
Houses and the matter generally settled. 
That of Belgium was composed partly of 
men elected by the general body of 
electors under a method of proportional re- 
presentation. The power of veto was con- 
tinuous, but had only been exercised three 


times since Belgium had become a king- 
dom. 


In Denmark twelve life Members 
wereappointed by the Crown, and fifty-four 
Members were indirectly elected by the 
people every eight years. Their power 
of veto was also continuous. In the 
case of nearly every Parliament of 
Europe he found there was an elective 
element in the constitution of the Upper 
House. In France the Senate is 


elected by district bodies and delegates 


for nine years, one-third retiring every 
three years. The power of veto is con- 
tinuous, but both Chambers being elected 
they manage to settle their differences 
without any seriousconflict. In Germany 
the fifty-eight Members of the Upper 
Chamber of the German Empire are 
appointed by the Government of each 
individual State, so that they derive 
their power indirectly from the people. 
In Hungary there is an elective element, 
and also in Holland. In Italy. Portu- 
gal, Spain, Sweden, and Switzerland, 
more or less of the elective principle 
prevails. In the United States of 
America the Senate was an _ elected 
body, every State in the Union having 
power to appoint two Senators. In the 
case ofa conflict there, both Congress 
and the Senate appoint three Members 
as a Committee, the general result being a 
compromise. The most interesting of 
the illustrations that he wished to give 
to the House was that of the little 
kingdom of Norway, which had 
solved the question of one or two 
Chambers in a _ most _ intelligent 
manner and democratic spirit. In 
Norway there was one suffrage, every 
man over twenty-five years of age being 
entitled to a vote. Every three years 
they elect 114 men to constitute 
their Parliament, One-fourth of this 
assembly is formed into a sort of 
Select Committee, and is generally 
composed of the most able and ex- 
perienced men. Both these bodies had 
their President and officers, and were 
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practically separate from each other for | 


the time being, The power of veto was 
a limited one. In case of a, conflict a 
joint sitting of the two Chambers was 
held and atwo-thirds majority of the 
whole settles the matter. That was to 
him the most interesting information he 
had beenable to gather, because the Parlia- 
ment of Norway being elected on a demo- 
cratic basis the question had been solved 
by that little State in the most satis- 
factory and democratic manner. 


The organisation of the legislative 


bodies to which he had _ referred 
showed that not in the whole 
world was there to be found any 


Chamber based exclusively on the 
hereditary principle where the power of 
veto was perpetual. It might be said 
that in practice the system in this 
country of which he complained worked 
very well. Such a theory was entirely 
upset by the black catalogue of 
offences committed by the House of 
Lords in opposing useful and beneficial 
legislation passed by the House of 
Commons. He would give only two 
instances, which might be multiplied 
indefinitely. The House of Commons 
had thirteen times, by large majorities, 
passed the Deceased Wife’s Sister Bill, 
and thirteen times the House of Lords 
had defied the expressed will of the 
House of Commons by rejecting that 


Bill. Again, the House of Com- 
mons had twice passed the very 
useful little measure known as 


the Friendly Societies (Outdoor Relief) 
Bill. The House of Lords had twice 
rejected that Bill, the second time on 
Friday last. So that the House of 
Lords not merely defied the House of 
Gommons, but it also defied the great 
friendly societies of the country, with 
upwards of a million of members, who 
were practically unanimous in demand- 
ing that the Bill should be passed into 
law. What did the House of Lords 
know about friendly societies? He did 
not suppose there was a member of that 
Chamber who had any practical ac- 
quaintance with the subject. Not one 
of them had ever been an Oddfellow, a 
Druid, or a Shepherd, or a member of 
any of these great organisations. If 


there were no other reason than that 
the House of Commons had been so 
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repeatedly flouted by this hereditary 


Chamber, and that useful legislation 


had been unceremoniously thrown out 
by the House of Lords, that would be 
quite sufficient to justify him in making 
every effort in his power to reform that 
institution in the way indicated by 
his Resolution. There were, however, 
some weak-kneed people who said: “ Yes, 
it is all very well to preach these 
doctrines; we are at one with you 
in admitting the evil that exists ; but we 
fail to find a remedy. It is no use to 
talk of a thing being desirable if it is 
not possible. It is no use to pass resolu- 
tions which are simply pious expressions 
of opinion.” Those who reasoned in this 
fashion forgot that the House of Com- 
mons held the purse-strings of the 
nation, and if the House of Lords, 
supposing this or a similar resolution 
was passed, were to defy the House of 
Commons, the House of Commons must 
decline, as he believed it would decline 
some time or other, to vote the Supply 
necessary for the continuance of the 
House of Lords. Every year the House 
of Commons votes a large sum for 
salaries and expense of offices in the 
House of Lords, and if the House 
of Commons declined to provide 
the £42,000 which it voted last 
year, then their Lordships would 
have to pay their own expenses and the 
salaries of their officers, some of which 
were very fat. They would have to 
pay the cost of maintaining their own 
Chamber and its various offices, to 
furnish their own apartments, to pay 
their own domestics and chambermaids. 
Such a thing as a_bachelor-librarian 
having eight bedrooms at his disposa! 
would not happen again. He believed 
that people out-of-doors were heartily 
in support of the proposal which had 
been made to limit the vetoing power 
of the House of Lords. In proof of that, 
he cited the thirteen Labour Members 
in the House of Commons who had 
some right to speak, not only on behalf 
of the people whom they _ repre- 
sented, but also on behalf of the 
great masses of their fellow-country- 
men. Every one of these thirteen 
Labour Members was cordially in support 
of this proposal. Formerly monarchs in 
this country possessed omnipotent power, 
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and there was constant friction between | moment they muddled, and muddled, 
the Crown and the people, but our fore-/ and muddled, and ploughed the sands’ 
fathers gradually deprived the monarchs of the seashore until they went to the 
of a great portion of the power they | country and lost their election, as he 
possessed ; they took the sting out of the | believed, simply because they did not 
crown, and the result had been the con- | support his Motion. He did not want 
stitutional monarchy under which we | to treat this matter in a mere academic 
exist, and which appears to harmonise | way. He believed that Liberals gener- 


with the popular will. That was exactly | ally did not want to do so; but, whether 


what he wanted to do with the House of | academic or not, it was a question of 
Lords; to deprive it of some of the| vital importance to the Liberal Party. 
power it possessed, and which he, and | Under our party system, a Party at a 
those who thought with him, believed it | General Election obtained the majority, 
ought not to possess. They wanted to| ,14 4 Minister was born from that 
take the sting out of the Upper Chamber majority. That Ministry remained in 
and bring it up to date, by limiting the aarti until js leuk the eeuiiienes of 
power of their Lordships’ veto, which | FP t But the U > sion 
ultimately would have to be done. It ome psn a b h oo up Yok | : % 
was with that object he had brought | peg was : A eronmaey tod — 
forward his Motion, and having slung « — he ages wept said 
his little pebble at the great giant he | gentiemen w 1, In most Cages, pal 
would conclude by moving the Resolu- | the Party to which they belonged wry 
tion. . ts 'large sums of money for being made 
peers, and obtaining for themselves and 
their descendants the right to legislate 
Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) | for the people. From the very nature 
said they ought to thank the hon. | of the hereditary principle they were 
Member for the very valuable account he | hound to have a permanent Conservative 
had given of the different foreign | majority in the House of Lords. He 
Chambers, and their functions. If it | dig not mean Conservative in its true 
were desirable to have asecond Chamber, | sense, but in its party sense. 
of which he had doubts, he would select ; 


as a model out of the list given by his | 
hon. friend, the Norwegian. In Norway | House of Lords was to check hasty and 


the first House was elected by the people, | impulsive legislation when a Government 
and it sent their most eminent men up to | chose to legislate on a matter of very 
the other Chamber, where they had a | gteat importance before the country had 
ood deal to say, but very little to do. | been consulted upon it. But, when the 

hat would bea very good thing here. | Conservative Party were in office, the 
They could perfectly well afford to send | House of Lords was absolutely non- 
the two Front Benches up to the House of | existent. It was a wretched echo of the 
Lords, where they could talk matters | dicta of this House. How was the 
amongst themselves, while the Commons | present House of Commons elected ? 
did the business of the nation. Hishon. | [It was elected by the present Ministry 
friend had asked him _ to_ second | and their supporters going tothe country 
his Motion, which he gladly agreed | and asking the country to return them 
to do, although suffering from a to Parliament, irrespective of all domestic 
severe cold. He had at various times | questions, simply and solely to enable 
moved Resolutions of this character in| them to finish up a war which, from 
diverse Parliaments. In 1894, when | some want of logic, had not been already 
a fresh Liberal Ministry had been formed, | finished. The House of Lords did not 
he moved an Amendment to the Address | say to the Government, ‘‘ The war is not 
very much of the character of his | over; we will pass noneof your measures.” 
hon. friend’s Motion. Who opposed} But they would have done so in the 
him? Why, it was the Liberal Admini-| opposite case had the Liberals been 
stration. He was shocked to find them | returned to power. [Cries of “ No.’’| 
going into the Lobby against him, | Well, take the case of the Education Act 
together with the Members from the | of last year. Did the Government ever 
Benches opposite. But he had not long | consult the country on that matter? 
to wait for vengeance, for from that | They knew perfectly well they did not- 


Mr. Cremer. 


They were told that the business of the 
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The Government calmly, and on their 
own initiative, proceeded to upset the 
whole educational system of the country 
to their own advantage. Did the House 
of Lords throw out that Bill because the 
country had not been consulted? But 
suppose the Liberals, without consulting 
the country, had put forward a Bill 
providing what he regarded as a sound 
educational system—that was to say, 
which swept away all sectarian schools 
entirely—would not the House of Lords 
have thrown it out? Most unquestion- 
ably they would. Take the Home Rule 
Bill. He had heard hon. Gentlemen 
opposite say what a valuable institution 
the House of Lords was, because it 
stepped in and prevented Home Rule for 
Ireland. It must be remembered that 
in the election that brought together the 
Parliament that passed that very Home 
Rule Bill of Mr. Gladstone’s, the question 
was put to the country, and the election 
turned on Home Ruleor no Home Rule. 
The House of Lords could not say that 
the country had not been consulted, 
because they knew perfectly well that it 
had. Yet they threw out the Home 
Rule Bill. Mr. Gladstone wanted to 
dissolve at once and appeal to the 
country. [An Hon. Member on the 
GOVERNMENT Benches: “ But you did 
not do it.’] He would have done it 
anyhow, and he might reasonably say 
if that had been done it was the opinion 
of most Gentlemen on that side of the 
House Home Rule would have been 
carried. But what happened? There 
were Certain Gentlemen who lagged 
superfluous on the stage and stuck to 
office without power, and when at last 
they went to the country they did so 
without once alluding to the House of 
Lords, and they were beaten. He was 
not sorry that they were beaten, and he 
hoped that it would be a lesson to 
them for the future. 


He was credibly informed that at some 
place called Epsom there had been thatday 
a race between three-year-olds, each carry- 
ing the same weight ; but in the struggle 
between the two Parties in the State 
the Liberals were handicapped in the 
game. They were not treated in the 
same fair way as the horses. He believed 


the favourite had won, but if the favourite | 


had had to carry doubleweight, it would 
probably not have won. 
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were sent to the country with their legs 
bandaged they went at a great dis- 
advantage. They made promises ; per- 
haps they believed in these promises, and 
when they carried these promises into the 
Bill which the Lords threw out they were 
dumb. Therefore, the country said, 
“Much as we dislike King Stork, we 
preter him to King Log.” He himself 
was entirely in favour of the abolition of 
the House of Lords; he would abolish 
it root and branch. He objected to 
hereditary legislators. He objected to 
the archbishops and bishops of one par- 
ticular sect legislating for him ; and he 
objected to all those brewers and 
bankers, and Heaven knew what, who 
were sent to the House of Lords simply 
because they had large money bags. 
The constitution of the House of Lords 
was utterly unfitted for the present age. 
There was not one country in the world 
which was prepared to accept an Upper 
Chamber formed in the same way and 
with the same powers as the House of 
Lords. He was glad to know that all 
the Labour Members, with one single 
exception, had issued a whip for this 
Resolution, and that one Labour Member 
did not join in the whip because he took 
a stronger view of the matter, and was 
in favour of the abolition of the House 
of Lords altogether. He alluded to the 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Merthyr 
Tydvil. He regarded the Resolution 
before the House as one of the most 
moderate proposals ever made by a 
moderate man. It did not ask for the 
abolition of the House of Lords ; it dealt 
simply with the difficulties of the present 
situation ; it proposed merely to clip the 
wings and pare the claws of the House 
of Lords. It had been suggested by 
certain Liberals that it would be desir- 
able te restrict the veto not from 
one session to another, but from one 
Parliament to another. He remembered 
that he had the privilege of speak- 
ing to Mr. Gladstone on that matter. 
Mr. Gladstone said to him— 


‘* You have brought forward many Kesolu- 
tions, but remember this: never agree to any 
restriction which allows a veto to be carried 
on from one Parliament to another, because it 
would be absolutely impossible for a Liberal 
Ministry to live under such a régime.” 


He thought Mr. Gladstone was perfectly 
right, and that anybody who really 
thought the matter out would agree. 
For what would happen if the veto was. 
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from one Parliament to another? A | 
Liberal Ministry would pass a Bill. | 
‘The Lords, who would be much more 
free in using their veto than at present, 
would throw the measure out. Next 
session another measure would be 
treated in the same way. What would 
the Liberal Ministry be able to do? 
Either one of two things: to sit down 
and grin and bear it, or to dissolve. It 
would be impracticable to force a di - 
solution almost every year, and they 
would have to sit down and bear it, and 
enjoy the emoluments of office; but the 
constituencies would not quite approve 
of that. They would say, ‘“ Wesent you 
to Parliament with a majority to do 
something; but if you humbly accept 
the decision of the House of Lords, we 
come to the conclusion that it is not 
worth while exerting ourselves at the 
next General Election.” And when that 
election came off the Liberal Ministry 
would be turned out. He thought there 
would be time enough for consideration 
if the veto were from session to session. 
He did not suppose anyone would take 
the little part of finishing a session one 
day, and beginning another session the 
next day. He meant the ordinary 
session the next day. The Resolution 
of his hon. friend really represented the 
irreducible Radical minimum. It ought 
to be the corner-stone of Radical policy. 
The country ought to know at the next 
General Election that if the Liberals were 
returned to power this force would be 
swept away once and for all. 

In the reign of Queen Anne a sufficient 
number of Peers were created by one 
‘Government to swamp the majority of 
the other Party in the House of Lords, 
That could be done again; there would not 
be the slightest difficulty in the matter. 
As a matter of fact it was quite suffi- 
cient to threaten the Lords, who would 
then absent themselves from their House, 
as they did on the occasion of the great 
Reform Bill, and allow any measure to 
pass. He trusted all Liberals would, as 
he was perfectly certain all Radicals 
would, show the country that they were 
really in earnest in this matter by voting 
for the Motion of his hon. friend. In 
the last speech made by Mr. Gladstone in 
this House he said that matters had 
arrived at such a point that, unless the 
power of the Lords toveto was restricted 


Mr. Lahouchere. 
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it would be absolutely impossible for 
any Liberal leader to remain in office. 
This Resolution really represented the 
Radical minimum. It ought to be the 
corner-stone of Radical policy. The 
settlement of this matter was a legacy 
left to the Liberal Party by Mr. Glad- 
stone, who was the greatest member 
and Statesman of the present times, and 
the best way of honouring his memory 
was to show respect for the advice which 
he had given. He seconded the Motion. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the power now possessed by the 
House of Lords to veto any measure 
adopted by the House of Commons 
should be limited to one sgession of 
Parliament.” —(V/r. Cremer.) 


Stir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam: 
berwell, Peckham) said he had not had 
the good fortune to hear the whole of 
the speech of the hon. Member who had 
introduced the Motion, and therefore 
did not know whether the hon. Member 
had founded his argument on the fact 
that the Motion was necessary in the 
interests of the country; but he had had 
the good fortune to hear the whole of 
the speech of the hon. Member who 
seconded the Motion, and that hon. 
Member based his argument in support 
of this Motion not on the fact that it 
was necessary in the interests of the 
country but on the fact that it was 
necessary in the interests of the Liberal 
Party. The hon. Member for Northamp- 
ton would excuse him if he did not share 
the views the hon. Member apparently 
held, that the interests of the nation and 
the interests of the Liberal Party were 
thesame. Where a Motion was brought 
forward to change the whole constitution 
of the country, he submitted the question 
to consider was not the interest of a 
particular Party but the interests of the 
nation as a whole. The hon. Member, 
with his usual candour, by making so 
much of the Liberal Party gave his case 
away, because, when alluding to the last 
speech Mr. (iladstone ever made in 
the House, he seemed to forget that 
by that speech Mr. Gladstone failed 
to carry the majority of the country 
with him. The hon. Member could 
hardly expect, therefore, that the 
majority of the nation would cut their own 
throats to do something the whole aim 
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and object of which was to restore to 
power a Party in which they had no 
confidence. The hon. Member who 
moved the Motion gave a long account of 
different forms of government in foreign 
countries ; but he could found no argu- 
ment upon that unless he could prove that 
the countries with these various constitu- 
tions were better governed than our own, 
and their people more prosperous and 
more happy. The hon. Member who 
seconded the Motion was now absent, 
like the thirteen Labour Members, but in 
the speech he had delivered he spoke of 
Mr. Gladstone’s Home Rule Biil of 1892 
as — been demanded by the people, 
but surely the hon. Member’s recollection 
was at fault. There was the greatest 
anxiety to know what the Home Rule 
proposal of 1892 would be, and finally it 
was found that it did not differ very 
much from the previous Bill of 1886. 
The action of the House of Lords in 
rejecting the Bill was approved by the 
nation at large. The only way in which 
the question could be determined whether 
a measure was desired by the nation was 
to take an election on the issue ; and in 
the case of the Home Rule Bill the 
Liberal Administration knew it would be 
useless to do that. The present Motion 
was absurd, or else it meant the practical 
abolition of the House of Lords as a 
legislative assembly. If that was the 
intention, then it should be boldly stated, 
and reasons given for it which, so far, 
had not been given. He hoped the 
House would reject a Motion which 
would make so great a change in the 
constitution of the country. 


*Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) thought that 
in bringing forward this Motion the 
hon, Member had a little misread the 
signs of the times. There had been 
Motions of a similar character before 
which had greatly moved the feelings 
of the House, when the Leaders of both 
Parties debated the subject as if it were 
a branch of practical politics. He con- 
gratulated the House and the country 
upon the present appearance of the 


House of 


Front Ministerial Bench, and also of the | 


Front Opposition Bench. Both of them 
were empty, which he regarded as a sure 
indication that no one having any 
responsibility for public affairs at the 


present time cared twopence about this | 


Motion. It was a Motion which aimed 
at the existence of the House of Lords, 
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because it would reduce the House 
of Lords to a position of mere futility 
and public uselessness. The House of 
Lords in its conflicts with the House of 
Commons in dealing with great public 
questions had not always had the 
worst of the contest. In the periods 
between 1880 and 1890 _ there 
were two conflicts between the 
Liberal Administration and the House 
of Lords, and in neither of those con- 
flicts did the Liberal Administration 
succeed in converting the country to 
their views and carrying the country 
with them against the decision of the 
House of Lords. He believed that, with 
all its anomalies and alleged impedi- 
ments to usefulness, if the hon. Member 
cared to test the opinion of the people 
he would find that in reality they were 
proud of the House of Lords with all 
its faults. The object of the Motion 
of the hon. Member and of this 
attack upon the House of Lords, as was 
said by the hon. Member for Northampton, 
was to enable hon. Members opposite to 
“dothe business” of the Kingdom and “do 
the business ” of the Empire. There was a 
fatal significance about the words, and the 
majority of the House, and in all prob- 
ability the people in the country, were of 
opinion that if put in the position hon. 
Members opposite would certainly “do 
the business” of the Kingdom and the 
Empire. Until hon. Members opposite 
were prepared to establish a second 
Chamber more powerful than the House 
of Lords, he did not believe they would 
succeed in leading any considerable body 
of public opinion to a course by which 
the veto of the House of Lords would be 
limited to the startling extent proposed 
by the Resolution, which he characterised 
asabald and revolutionary proposal. The 
hon. Member had referred to the cases of 
Canada and the Commonwealth of 
Australia. He could only say that in 
the case of Canada the example of this 
country had been followed as nearly as 
possible, while as to Australia, where there 
was one of the most democratic peoples in 
the whole civilised world, the Constitution 
recently adopted tor the Australian 
Commonwealth was in itself one of the 
strongest condemnations of the present 


proposal. 
Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prestwich) 


believed that those Liberals who put 
the abolition of the House of Lords in 
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the very forefront of their programme in | 
1895 were the most successful. He had | 
the fortune to win a seat from the other | 
side on that oceasion, and that was what | 
he did. The House of Lords was com- | 
posed of five or six hundred persons 
about the same as any other similar 
number of individuals picked from any 
crowd, and neither better nor worse. 
He failed to see, therefore, why the 
House of Commons should have its 
measures vetoed time after time by those 
six hundred Gentlemen picked  indis- 
criminately from the general public. 
The hon. Member for Plymouth might be 
a cleverer man than he was. He quite 
admitted it—but 





that was no reason 
why the hon. Member’s son might 


not be a bigger fooi than his son. He 
had no animosity against the House 
of Lords as Peers, and no objection to 
their having their titles and their estates. 
He objected to them in politics as 
being a landlord body. The British 
Parliament as a whole had been ever 
dominated by the landed interest, and 
he objected to that, as he would object 
to any one industry or interest in the 
country dominating legislation. Heheld 
that the veto of the House of Lords 
should be limited to one session at most. 


Mr. PURVIS (Peterborough) was 
bound to confess that he found few 
additional ideas advanced in support of 
the attack on the House of Lords since 
1899. When the mover of the Motion 
expressed a desire to pare down the 


power of the «ther House and reduce it | 


to one exercise of the veto, he was 
perfectly candid, for he admitted he 
would like to get rid of the veto alto- 
gether. He did not, however, seem to 
appreciate that the function of the 
House of Lords was to stand up for the 
will of the people. Yes, to maintain the 
Constitutional principle that, when the 
will of a majority in the House of Com- 
mons is opposed to the will of the people, 
the latter shall prevail. No assembly 
having to deal with great affairs ought to 
be without some check on its action ; and 


the House of Lords impvsed a check on | 


spasmodic action by the Commons. It 
the House of Cummons had repented its 
hasty action. The Long Parliament. 
having got rid of the House of Lords, 


determined to make itself permanent, and | 


Mr. Cawley. 
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so roused the indignation of the people 
that Cromwell had the support of the 
nation when he turned that House of 
Commons out, locking the doors and 
putting the key into his pocket. It was 
the want of any check on the proceedings 
of the French Assembly that caused some 
of the most sanguinary episodes in the 
Revolution. The House of Lords was 
not an unpopular institution. Direful 
threats were made against the other 
House if it dared to reject the Home 
Rule Bill ; but when the House of Lords 
did reject it, it was net upon the Con- 
servative but on the Radical Party that 
the stroke of popular vengeance fell in 
1895. He hoped that the House by a 
comparatively large majority would 
reject the Motion. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.) said the hon. Members for Plymouth 
and Peterborough both appeared to have 
completely misunderstood the object of 
the proposal. The speech of the latter 
had been directed not so muchin support 
of the House of Lords as it at present 
existed, as to a definition of what a 
Second Chamber should be. The Second 
Chamber of the Australian Common- 
wealth had been quoted in defence of 
the House of Lords. As a fact, there was 
no more democratic Assembly in the 
world. It was quite typical of the 
working-classes of Australia. He sup- 
ported this Motion because ‘he saw in it 
the germ of what he desired. By reduc- 
ing the House of Lords to a position of 
futility, it would lead to the uprooting of 
the hereditary principle. The hon. 
Member for Peckham said the Unionist 
Party could not support the Motion as by 
so doing they would be cutting their own 
throats. 


Sm FREDRICK BANBURY: I did 
not say it would be cutting our own 
throats; I pointed out that the hon. Mem- 
ber for Northampton had declared that 
the carrying of the Motion would be the 
salvation of the Liberal Party, and I did 
not see why we should cut our own 
throats in order to put the Liberal Party 


, in power. 
had done that over and over again, and | 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE admitted 


| that the intellect of the hon. Member was 


more subtle than his own, but he failed 
to see that he had inaccurately quoted 
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the sense of his observation. There was 
under this Resolution the deep under- 
lying purpose which the Liberal Party 
had supported ever since it took its 
present shape, and he for one frankly 
admitted that he supported it because he 
felt that if they were to be enabled to 
pass the measures which the country 
desired, they must get rid of the House 
of Lords as at present constituted. As 


to the hereditary principle, would any | 
hon. Member opposite claim that he. 


had a right to go to his own con- 
stituency and recommend that his 
own son should succeed him as Member, 
simply because he was his son. Such 


an idea as that was altogether out, 
of date at the present moment. | 


He was really unable to take the argu- 
ments of the hon. Member opposite 
seriously. Underlying this Resolution 
was a purpose which the Liberal Party 


had consistently supported ever since it | 


took its present shape. [‘“ What shape ?”] 
He had been in political life for some 
time, but until two days ago he had 
never known a Government completely 
to change a proposal three times in three 
consecutive days, or one that was some- 
times kept in office by its nominal 
opponents, and sometimes deserted by 
its nominal supporters. He thought, 
therefore, the Liberal Party was at any 
rate as coherent a political unit as the 
Party opposite. [At this moment the 
Colonial Secretary entered the House. | 


The right hon. Gentleman could not. 


have entered the House at a more in- 
teresting period, as the House would be 
glad to hear some repetition of those 
doctrines which were not out of favour 


with the right hon. Gentleman some ten | 


or fifteen years ago. The right hon. 


Gentleman might have changed his | 
opinions, and could doubtless give | 


adequate reasons for having done so, 
but the words he addressed to the 


English people on this subject ten or | 


fifteen years ago would be an important 
factor in deciding the question when it 
came definitely before the country. 


Sir ELLIOTT LEES (Birkenhead) said | 


that he could remember the time when this 
question was one of the principal planks 
of the Liberal Party, and he was there- 
fore amazed to see the Front Opposition 
Bench so deserted. The hon. Member 
for the Prestwich Division had attacked 
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‘the House of Lords on three grounds: 
first, that one Lord was the son of 
‘another ; secondly, that the Lords were 
largely interested in the land; and, 
thirdly, that if the Liberal Party had 
| been in office last year the other House 
| would have rejected the Education Bill. 
He was pleased to hear the hon. Member 
admit that that would have been enough 
to condemn the House of Lords in the 
eyes of the country. 


Mr. CAWLEY said his contention was 
that ifa measure had been sent up by 
the Liberal Party with as little popular 
support asthe Education Bill had at its 
back, the House of Lords would have 
thrown it out as a party question. 


Sir ELLIOTT LEES said it remained 
to be seen what would be done with any 
future Education Bill sent up by a 
Liberal House of Commons. The ques- 
tion they had to consider was whether 
the House of Lords rejected Bills that 
were for the benefit of the country. The 
hereditary principle had been objected 
to. Probably if a Second Chamber were 
now being appointed, a Committee repre- 
senting the nation would be formed to 
select from the foremost men of the 
country persons fitted to be members of 
such a Chamber. But the Cabinet of 
the day might be said to represent the 
nation, and frequently, on the recom- 
mendation of the Prime Minister, as the 
head of the Cabinet, persons who had 
been eminently succeessful in various 
walks of life were made Members of the 
House of Lords. There were in the 
Upper House many Members who sat 
there not because they were the sons of 
| their fathers, but because they had done 
such service to the State as to entitle 
them to sit in the Second Chamber. A 
large majority of the Members so 
appointed voted against the Home Rule 

Bill, and a fair majority of them voted 

against the Employers’ Liability Bill. 

No doubt, if they were now to form a 
Second Chamber, they would not pro- 
ceed on the hereditary principle ; but he 
contended that the House of Lords 
understood the feeling of the country and, 
on the whole, worked very well. There 
| was something to be said in favour of a 
device similar to the referendum. That, 
| however, raised a great constitutional ques- 
‘tion which required much consideration. 
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Failing that, he saw nothing but a 
Second Chamber to save the country 
from ill-considered and revolutionary 


legislation. 


Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS (Merioneth- 
shire) said he would go farther than the 
Resolution—he would do away with the 
House of Lords altogether, and start de 
novo with a representative Chamber. 
Why should they submit to have a Tory 
Committee always ready to throw out 
Bills passed by a Liberal Government ? 
As an Assembly, the House of Lords was 
a blot on our Constitution. What wasits 
record ? In 1832 it brought the country 
to the brink of civil war over the rotten 
boroughs ; in 1880 it plunged Ireland 
into crime because it refused compensa- 
tion for disturbances. Then formany years 
it kept Nonconformists out of the Uni- 
versities. Who were these men that they 
should dictate terms to our Statesmen, 
and encompass the ruin of our Constitu- 
tion ? Were the Members of the House of 
Commons so lost to their pride of race 
and their love of popular institutions as 
to allow this Tory Committee to flout 
and jibe the representatives of the 
nation? The House of Commons was 
not perfect, but at any rate it was bone 
of the national bone, and flesh of the 
national flesh ; it came from the people, 
and periodically it went back to the 
people for a renewal of life and energy, 
whereas these Lords sat on for ever, 


watching the poor and the working. 


classes struggling for a better, brighter, 
and nobler life, knowing all the while 
they had the power and the will to thwart 
them. If the House of Commons was not 
to be down-trodden and flouted in the 
future as it had been in the past, it was 
time to put an end to this irresponsible 
Assembly, and he hoped the Resolution 
of his hon. iriend would be carried. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. ELviot, Durham) 


said he should like to ask the 
hon. Member whether they _ lived 
under a _ representative form of. 


Government, because he noticed that 
the proposer and seconder of the Resolu- 
tion warned the House that outside this | 
was a burning question, and if the House | 
of Commons was a representative body, | 
surely it ought to reflect in someway | 
the conflagration that was said to be’ 


Sir Elliott Lees. 
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raging outside. They were also told 
that the Resolution they were now dis- 
cussing was the corner-stone of the 
Liberal Party. [Mr. Labouchere: It 
ought to be.] He was tempted to 
believe from the state of the House, with 
most of their Members outside it, that 
very few took the slightest interest in 
the subject. This was not the first time 
the question had come before the House. 
Nothing whatever came of a previous 
Resolution carried under Lord Rosebery’s 
Government ; and he asked whether the 
discussion of such Resolutions, to which 
not the slightest importance was attached, 
and which indeed were a mere worthless 
brutum fulmen when used by one House 
against another, was consistent with the 
self-respect of the House of Commons. 
He had been struck by the weakness of 
the case made out under present circum- 
tances against the House of Lords. How 
could the hon. Member have the face to 
accuse the House of Lords of obstructive 
and obscurantist views in rejecting the 
Deceased Wife’s Sister Bill when every 
Member knew that the Bill would now 
be law if it were not for the House of 
Commons itself, which enabled a small 
minority to trample on the will of the 
House of Commons and the House of 
Lords, and the generally settled con- 
victions of the British people? [‘ No.”} 
Those were, at all events, his sentiments. 
He ventured to submit that the House of 
Lords was equally subject, though not so 
directly, to the same power as the House 
of Commons, and bowed, as the House of 
Commons constitutionally bowed, to that 
power—he meant the settled and con- 
stitutionally expressed conviction of the 
country. He did not think the House of 
Lords ought to yield to the passing 
feeling of the hour if it had strong views 


of its own in a contrary direction ; but if 


it had to do with the settled conviction 
of the country, made known year after 
year in the constitutional fashion, the 
House of Lords of these days knew, per- 
haps better than the House of Lords in 
past years, that its duty was to recognise 
and bow to that conviction. Those who 
withstood such convictions, whether in the 
one House or the other, were, in his 
opinion, guilty of an offence against the 


| Parliamentary and constitutional spirit 


which had enabled our somewhat complex 
system to work through so many 
generations as well as it had done. 
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The hon. Member had referred to every 
country in Europe and other countries. 
He did not think it necessary to go into 
the systems of other countries, or the 
history of past times, or even the methods 
of the colonies. They had to deal with 
the system that suited themselves. 
Theirs was not like the Parliaments of 
Portugal and Belgium and those great 
Parliaments which had sprung up in 


their own colonies in close imitation of ! 


their own. Starting afresh to sketch out 


prepare different systems ; but they knew 
the system under which they worked, and 
they knew that itdid work. He objected 
to the language of the hon. Member 
when he spoke of the veto of the House 
of Lords. It was not constitutionally 
accurate. The House of Lords did not 
exercise a veto. The constitutional view 
was that the two Houses must concur in 
every act of legislation. There was no 
question of one House vetoing the 
proposals of the other. The hon. 
Member talked as if this country had 
since 1832, and anterior to that, been 
legislatively at a standstill; whereas 
almost year after year, and certainly 
every four or five years, very large 
measures of fundamenta! reform had been 
passed. Every one of these measures 
had been passed by the House of Lords 
as well as by the House of Commons. 
How could it be said, then, that the 
House of Lords pursued a policy of bar 4 
The House of Lords acted, as every 
second Chamber must act, rather as a 
checking instrument than as a vetoing 
power. The House of Lords had long 
ceased to try to thwart the settled 
convictions of the British people. There 
had been nothing of that sort in recent 
years, because the House of Lords had 
to a large extent essentially modified its 
character and so had the House of 
Commons. They had made up their 
minds no longer to rely on mere privilege. 
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No doubt Lord Lyndhurst would have 
mutilated every measure which the 
Reformers of 1832 sent up to the House 
of Lords, but Lord Lyndhurst and the 
party of privilege did not get their way, 
and why ? Because Lord Lyndhurst did 
not lead the Conservative Party, and 
because a far wiser, more long-sighted 
Statesman, Sir Robert Peel, led the Party, 
and almost for the first time induced it 
to become a progressive Party. The 


House of Lords now judged measures on 
a Constitution, they might individually | 


their merits instead of rejecting from 
the point of view of mere privilege, Bills 
sent up from the popular House. He did 
not think his hen. friends had made 
out a strong case for this Motion. Hon. 
Gentlemen opposite had not brought 
down their friends to support this 
corner-stone of Liberal politics. They 
were not present. The working men 
were conspicuous by their absence. This 
was a proposal not only inconsistent 
with the dignity of the House of 
Commons to accept, but it was funda- 
mentally wrong in itself. No doubt it 
might be possibleto make many changes 
in the constitution of the House of 
Lords; but, at the same time, it was 
very desirable, while there were two 
Houses, as he thought there ought to 


_be, that the one House should be in- 


dependent of the other. Each must 
bow down to the solid will, the deliberate 
sense, of the British people. They did 


‘not want one House to be the mere 


echo of, or subject to, the other. But 
they could not be equal in authority. 
This House was the main instrument 
under our Constitution for governing 
this country. He asked the House to 
reject the Motion by a large majority. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 62 ; Noes, 
118. (Division List No. 110.) 


AYES 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Cawley, Frederick 
Allen, Charles P.(Gloue. Stroud | Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark | Jacoby, James Alfred 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 


Barran, Rowland Hirst Cullinan, J. 


Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, EF. 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 


| Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwa//) 


Black, Alexander William 
Brigg, John 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 


Grant, Corrie 





Cameron, Robert 
Causton, Richard Knight 


Edwards, Frank é 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. | Lloyd-George, David 
Gladstone, Rt. HnHerbertJohn | Lough, Thomas 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Caldwell, James | Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
' Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 


Leese, SirJoseph F.( Aceringtoi) 


| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

| M’Crae, George 

| M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
| Markham, Arthur Basil 
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Moulton, John Fletcher 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn en 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 





Samuel, Herbt, L. (Cleveland) 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Maneh’r | 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury,Sir Frederick George 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bond, Edward | 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derhysh. 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHn..J. A( WVore 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. Ff 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Lord 

‘Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cust, He John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon. Sir Jos. C. 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes,Hon Ailwyn Edwa d 
Fergusson,Rt Hn.Sir J.(Man’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fison, Frederick William 








{COMMONS} 


Schwann, Charles E. 
Shipman, Dr. John G, 
Sinclair, John — 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glam., Z.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, J. A. (Glam., Gower) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Toulmin, George 

NOES. 


FitzGérald,Sir Robert Penrose 


| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W. 
Fyler, John Arthur 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 


| Gordon,HnJ E( Elgin and N’rn 


Gordon, MajEvans(7°rHaml ts 
Greene,Sir E.W.(Bury St. Ed. 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton,RtHnLordG( Middx 
Hamilton, Margof(L’nd@’nderry 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Kerr, John 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long. Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol, S 
Lowe, Francis William 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MaclIver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Milvain, Thomas 
Molesworth, Sir Lewir 
Morgan, DavidJ( Walthamst'w 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


! Murray, RtHnA.Graham(/u te 
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Warner, ThomasCourtenayT. 
Wason, E. (Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Gallowa 

White, George (Norfolk) : 
Williams, O. (Merioneth) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES-- 
Mr. Cremer and Mr. 
Labouchere. 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones. Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ridley,Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge 
Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robinson, Brouke 

Round, Rt. Hon, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks., 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.JG.(Oz2fd. Univ. 
Taylor, Austin (Hast T'ozteth) 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond. RtHn.SirWilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby,Sir Charles G. E. (Notts. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson John (Glasgow) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hoodand Mr. Anstruther. 


SMALL HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) BILL. | be of great benefit to the country and 


[Srconp READING]. 


|to this Empire. 


Over 1,500 holders 





Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) moved the | 


would be benefited by the provisions of 
this Bill in the county of Banff. The 


Second Reading of this Bill. He said it | constituency of the Lord Advocate would 


was a measure to facilitate the acquiring 
of land by small holders. Few things 
were more pathetic than the study of 
the statistics of the moving of the 
population of the crofting districts during 
the last thirty years. Migration from 
the fishing villages to the towns was 
constantly going on and the consequence 
was that labour was scarce in the country 
and the physique of the people was 
deteriorating. Any measure which would 
tend to check that process and retain 
the population in the country must 





also be benefited, and instead of enjoying 
a precarious tenure the crofters would 
secure by this measure fixity of tenure. 
They had heard a great deal— 


Notice taken that forty Members were 
not present ; House counted, and forty 
Members not being present—— 


The House was adjourned at twenty- 
five minutes before Twelve of the Clock 
till to-morrow. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
hefore Twelve o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. | Caledonian Railway Order Confirma- 
Thursday, 28th May, 1903. tion Bill. “To confirm a Provisional 


Order under The Private Legislation 
—— Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating 
| to the Caledonian Rail ,” presented, 
The House met at Two of the Clock. | wet adh 0 saat danse ho * peer a 


en second time upon Tuesday 9th June, 
’ and to be printed. (Bill 228.) 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. | Forth Navigation Order Confirma- 
tion. Pill to confirm a Provisional 
Order under The Private Legislation Pro- 

Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Rail-| cedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to 
way Bill. Read the third time, and} the Forth Navigation, ordered to be 
passed. (New Title.) | brought in by The Lord Advocate and Mr. 

| Solicitor-General for Scotland. 

Great Southern and Western Railway . vans P 
Bill; Midland Great Western Railway | __Forth Navigation Order Confirmation 
of Ireland Bill; Mullingar, Kells, and | Bill. “To confirm a Provisional Order 
Drogheda Railway Bill; Plymouth under The Private Legislation Procedure 
Corporation Bill; Woolwich Borough | (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the 
Council Bill. Read the third time and | Forth Navigation,” _ presented ; and 
passed, ror os to be considered upon Monday, 

1 June. 


Exeter Railway Bill [Lords], (not | . 

sendin), Comilerd; tote rsd the Thames Comrraney BL One 
' _Tead, and discharged. Bill withdrawn. 

Lanarkshire and Dumbartonshire | , , 

: ; ; : | 3 i l. 
putas Bi, niddtagh Cnpons__yPaent Mie Exe Bi, Onder 
egies Moye oe gens ane as Private Bills do examine the Patent 
a oaer | Office Extension Bill with respect to com- 

Private Bills, ete. Ordered, That pliance with the Standing Orders relative 
Standing Orders 39, 129, and 230 be to Private Bills.—(J/r. Arthur Elliot.) 
suspended, and that the time for de- , ia , 
positing Petitions and Memorials against _ one re oo =e hogs — 
Private Bills, or against any Bill to| Q°™. ; , : 
confirm any Provisional Order or Pro- | ee x penne ag gor pg 
visional Certificate, and for depositing | vinted Pe ae ee oe . 


duplicates of any Documents relating | 
All Saints, Poplar (Rate Abolition) 





to any Bill to confirm any Provisional 
Order or Provisional Certificate, also | Bil {Lords}. Reported, without Amend- 
for depositing at the Private Bill Office ment; Report to lie upon the Table, 
all Documents relating to any Order and to be printed. _ Bill to be read the 
under The Private Legislation Procedure | third time. 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, be extended to | : 
the first day on which the House| Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) 
shall sit after the Recess.—( The Chairman | Sewerage Board Bill. Reported, with 
of Ways and Means.) | Amendments; Report to lie upon the 
| Table, and to be printed. 

Caledonian Railway Order Confrma- | : ee ae 
tion Bill. Bill to confirm a Provisiona!| °°? PET ITICNS. 
Order under The Private Legislation) ‘' = ‘'' «" ** ~— 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating | CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION). 
to the Caledonian Railway, ordered to ‘ Petitior from Harwich, for ‘the aboli- 
be brought in by The Lord Advogate| tion of’ restrictions ;°to lie‘upon the 
and Mr. Solicitor-General for Scotland.’ Fvb'e: 

VOL. CXXIIIL [Fourtu Serus.] ' DP 
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EMIGRATION LODGING HOUSES, 
LIVERPOOL. 
Petition from Liverpool, for the abate- 
ment of alleged nuisance; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION FOR 
NON-RENEWAL) BILL. 
Petitions against: from Cheetham 
Hill; East Anglia ; and, Rochdale ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION FOR 
NON - RENEWAL) _ BILL, AND 
LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANS. 
FER BILL. 


Two Petitions from Patricroft, against ; | 


to lie upon the Table. 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER 
B 


> 


ahs. 


Petition against : from Cheetham Hill ; 
East Anglia ; and, Rochdale ; to lie upon | 
the Table. 


PORT OF LONDON BILL. 


Petitions against (praying to be heard 
by. Counsel): from Freemen and 
Apprentices of the River Thames; the 
Amalgamated Society of Watermen, 
Lightermen, and Watchmen of the) 
River Thames, and the Society of Fore- | 
men Lightermen of the River Thames ; | 
Corporation of Queenborough ; Great | 
Western Railway Company; Henry | 
Chaloner Smith; Regent’s Canal and | 
Dock Company ; Great Northern Rail- | 
way Company ; Lee Conservancy Board ; 
and, the Conservators of the River 
Thames; referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Bill. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL. 


Petitions in favour : from Maidenhead ; 
Rugby ; Brymbo ; and, Lochwinnoch ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURN REPORTS, ETC. 


4 


22? 
arn 


SUEZ CANAL(COMMERCTAL, No. 
Copy presented, of Returns df Shipping 


703). 
. ‘ 
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| to be printed. 
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EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Minute of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education in 
| Scotland, dated 28th May, 1903, provid- 
|ing for the distribution of the General 
| Aid Grant (with Explanatory Memoran. 
/dum) {by Command]; to lie upon the 
| Table. 





LOCAL AUTHORITIES (ACQUISITION 
OF LAND). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
(ordered 8th July, 1902.--Sir Walter 
| Foster); to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed, (No. 182.) 


| 


BRITISH SOUTH AFRICAN (TAXATION 
OF NATIVES). 

Return presented, relative 

| (Address 24th February.—J/r. 

Samuel); to lie upon the Table. 


thereto 
Herbert 


IRISH LAND BILL. 


Return ordered, “ showing particulars 
|with respect to advances for purchase 
of holding: and repayments to Land 
Commission under Clauses 1 and 40.’— 
(Mr. Wyndham.) Return presented 
accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and 

(No. 183.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATFD WITH THE VOTES. 


Fenton Urban District's Education 
cheme. 
Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Board of 


|Education whether his attention has 
| been called to the fact that the scheme 


of the Fenton Urban District Education 
Committee contains a provision that no 
clergyman or minister of any denomina- 
tion is eligible for election on the Com- 
mittee to be appointed; and, if so, 
whether he will withhold his sanction 
from this portion of the scheme. ff .. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) The 
scherne for the appointment of the 
Education Committee of the Fenton 





and Tonnage, 1900, 190], and, 1902, (in 
continuation of «‘ Commereial,. No. %, 
1902”) [by Command]-; to le upon the 


Table. ; 


, ' 


Urban. District Council makes full pro- 
vision ‘ ‘for: the representation of the 
| various kinds of education in the dis- 
|tric', and provides, amongst other 
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things, for the appointment of members| school of all children residing withi 
on the recommendation of associations their portion of the School Board dis- 
of Church of England schools and_| trict, irrespective of what school they 
Yoman Catholic schools, and of the|are attending; and the School Board 
Free Church Council. These bodies) will be under a similar obligation in 
must be represented by persons other | respect of the remainder of the district. 
than clergymen or ministers, and the | Each body will be responsible for provid- 
3oard considered that as due representa- ing and paying for their own attendance 
tion of these kinds of schools was) officer. The apportionment of any debts 
assured, the Council might claim a dis-| or balances will be a matter for agree- 
cretion as to the presence of clergymen | ment between the West Suffolk and the 
or ministers on its Committee. | Essex education authorities under Section 
68 of the Local Government Act of 
Haverhill and District School Board. | 1894. The West Sutfolk County Council 
Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron! have power to raise a rate over the 
Walden): To ask the Secretary to the| Whole of their area. After the balance 
Board of Education if he will state| has been apportioned the share of the 
what will be the functions of the| Suffolk portion of the district will be 
Haverhill and District School Board | placed to the credit of that district. 
between lst July, the appointed day | 
upon which the West Suffolk County | The Admiralty and Devonport 
Council assume control over the provided | Brewster Sessions. 
schools in its area, and Ist October, the) ‘Str THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
a) pointed day upon which the Essex | lets, St. George's) : To ask the Secretary 
County Council assume control over the |t® the Admiralty whether he is aware 
provided schools in its area. During the | that the captain of the Naval Barracks, 
above period whose duty will it be to Devonport, attended with about thirty 
look after the education of the children | ™e" in uniform the brewster sessions, 
residing in one county and hitherto in | recently held, to oppose the renewal of 
attendance at an elementary school in| licences ; and, if so, will he say whether 
the other; who will remunerate the| his action was sanctioned by the Admir- 
attendance officer and whose servant | ty authorities. 
will he be, and how will his remunera- | 
tion be apportioned ; how will the debts | 
on the buildings and joint costs in con-| | + iin che ger pps sg Dear 
nection therewith be apportioned between | i : 7 mn behalf age si pe 
schools erected in the two counties. | rg eagle ee ag pe aercgyecrs ane 
: . | the captain of the Naval Depot attended 
How and when is the balance standing |. 4 witness. His action in doing so has 
to the credit of the Haverhill and Dis-| the full approval of the Admiralty. There 
trict School Board to be apportioned ; | i, no foundation for the statement that he 
with a balance in hand by the Schoo | Was accompanied by a number of men in 
Board sufficient to carry on the schools | yniform. : 
within its area to lst October, can the | 
West Suffolk County Council issue a| , 
precept for the area already provided | aes 5 Foe Sagan iaaleeaes 
for ; if so, what becomes of the share of \fp, HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire 
the credit-balance paid by the ratepayers | Cleveland): To ask the President of the 
in the Suffolk portion of the School | Local Government Board whether he is 
Board area. | aware that an outbreak of ophthalmia at 
Be ee | the Hanwell Poor Law Schools has 
(Answered by Sir William Anson.) Be- | affected 230 children between 4th April 
tween the lst July and the Ist October, | and 16th May of this year; whether he 
the School Board will continue to carry | has any official Reports showing that this 
out its ordinary functions in the portion | outbreak has been due to the premature 
of its district which lies within the| return of partially cured children from 
County of Essex. During this period | the ophthalmic school to the main school ; 
the West Suffolk education authority | and, if so, will he state what steps are 
sill be responsible for the attendance at | being taken in the matter. 


D 2 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) At 
the recent brewster sessions at Devon- 
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(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Iam 
aware of the outbreak which has recently 
oceurred at the schools referred to. The 


Questions. 
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managers obtained the services of Dr. | 


Svdney Stephenson, and I have seen a 
Report by him on the subject. 
that the outbreak was a mild form of 
conjunctivitis or blight. This an 
ailment which is very prevalent among 
children and which readily yields to 
suitable treatment. I am not aware of 
any Report to show that the outbreak was 
due to the cause referred to in the Ques- 
tion. Indeed the evidence indicates that 
the infection was introduced into the 
schools by a child recently admitted from 
Southwark. I am informed that the 
managers re-opened a portion of the 
former ophthalmic school for the reception 
of the children affected, and I understand 
that the action which they have taken on 
the advice of Dr. Stephenson is being 
attended with success. Only sixty of the 
children now remain isolated and under 
treatment. 


is 


Epidemics at Hanwell Poor Law Schools. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: To ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board during how many weeks in the 
past twelve months there have been 
epidemics of illness in the Hanwell Poor 
Law Schools. 


(Answered ly Mr. Walter Long.) It 
appears from a Return which I have 
received from the clerk to the managers 
that during the year ended Saturday last 
there have been three slight epidemics of 
illness at these schools. Thus, there 
were fifty-nine cases of influenza during 
nine weeks, forty-three cases of chicken 
pox during twelve weeks, and twenty-six 
cases of whooping cough during ten 
weeks. The total number of cases of all 
other diseases for the year is nine. 
During thirteen weeks there was no case 
of disease in the schools. I am informed 
that there have been no deaths there 
since June, 1901. This reply does not 
take account of the mild attack of 
“blight” which has recently occurred in 
the schools. 


Poor Law Nurses. 


Mr. TALBOT: To ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
he has taken into consideration the Re- 


port of the Departmental Committee on 


It appears © 
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, Poor Law Nursing, dated 10th November, 
1902 ; and whether it is still his intention 
to recommend the training of a class of 
qualified nurses in the smaller work- 
houses. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I ean 
only state at present that the Report 
referred to is under my consideration. 


Calf Lymph for Scotland. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 


| ask the President of the Local Govern- 


ment Board, in view of the fact that the 
Local Government Board for Scotland 
paid to Dr. Blaxall, of the Government 
Bacteriological Laboratory in London, 
£105 for 2,220 tubes of glycerinated 
ealf lymph during the year ending 31st 
March last, will he state whether this 
lymph was produced at the cost of the 
Local Government Board. 


(Answered ly Mr. Walter Long.) The 
lymph referred to was prepared from 
calves in the stables of the Local Govern- 
ment Board and was uniform with other 
lymph issued by them, but the cost of its 
production and preparation was borne by 
Dr. Blaxall. I should add that Dr. 
Blaxall is not required to devote his 
whole time to his services to my 
Department. 


Post Office Pensions—Case of William 
Sample. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
he is aware that William Sample, of 
Redcar, Yorks, entered the postal service: 
on 15th February 1871, obtained a Civil 
Service certificate on 15 May 1871, and 
worked continuously until 22nd April 
1902, but has been pensioned on a basis 
of seventeen years’ service instead of the 
thirty-one years actually performed ; and 
whether the Treasury will reconsider 
this case. 


(Answered by Mr. Arthur Elliot.) 
William Sample obtained a Civil Service 
certificate in 1871, by which he became 
qualified for the post of an established 
rural postman. He declined, however, 
to accept that appointment, and preferred 
to serve until 1885 ina capacity in re- 
spect of which pension cannot lawfully 
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be granted. 
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I can hold out no hope 


that the Treasury will reconsider his 


case, 


Pay of Royal Arar Medical Corps in 
India. 
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| Deposition of the Maharajah of Panna. 
Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he is now pre- 
| pared tolay upon the Table of the House 
| Papers relative to the deposition of the 
| Maharajah of Panna. 


(Questions. 


Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): | 


To ask the Secretary of State for India if | 


he will explain why certain increases of 
pay and charge pay, granted by Royal 
Warrant of 26th March 1902, to officers 
of the Royal Army Medical Corps, and 
drawn all over the world since that date, 
are still withheld in India. 


(Answered by Si cretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) The Royal Warrant of 24th 
March 1902 amended certain articles of 
the Pay Warrant and was therefore sub- 
ject to the last clause in the preamble of 
the Pay Warrant which declares that it 
is not in force in the Indian Empire. 
The question of the pay of the Royal 
Army Medical Corps in India has, how- 
ever, been under consideration; and 
revised rates, giving a substantial increase 
to the ranks of lieutenant, captain, and 
lieuten:nt-colonel, have been sanctioned 
with effect from 24th November 1902. 


Dr. THOMPSON : To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India if he is aware that 
certain officers of the Royal Army 
Medical Corps serving in India are re- 
ceiving less pay than if they were at 
home; and, if so, whether he will, with 
a view to promoting 
amongst the officers of this corps, assimi- 
late the pay of these officers in India 
and at home. 

(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) The Secretary of State has 
been in correspondence with the Govern- 
ment of India in regard to the rates of 
pay of officers of the Royal Army 
Medical Corps serving in India. and a 
revised scale has been sanctioned to have 
effect from 24th November 1902. The 
rates of pay under this new scale, when 
converted into British currency, are 
superior to the rates recently laid down 
for the Royal Army Medical Corps at 
home, except in the case of officers hold- 
ing brevet rank. It is not in accordance 
with the generai practice of the Govern- 
ment of India to grant higher pay to an 
officer holding rank of this description, 


(Answered by Secretary Lord Creorge 
Hamilton.) No, Sir. 


| Cases of Plague in India amongst persons 
employed on Relief Works. 


| Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India if he will state the 
number of persons employed on relief 
works in India since the Ist January 
last; how many of these persons have 
died of plague; and how many have 
been inoculated with plague serum. 

(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) The number cf persons em- 
ployed on relief works in India at the end 
of each month of the present year was— 
January, 23,227; February, 26,414; 
March, 40,364; April, 46,793. The 
number of deaths from plague among 
the relief workers is not known, but as 
relief works are confined to the Raipur 
District in the Central Provinces, which 
district has so far been free from plague, 
it may be presumed that no deaths were 
due to that disease, and that protective 
inoculation was not offered to the relief 
workers. 


contentment | 


Birching of Youthful Offenders. 


Mr. KELR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether a magistrate 
has power to order a constable to inflict 
or witness any birching order not 
carried out under any legal sentence, 
or to direct a birching, not under a 
legal sentence, to be carried out within 
the precincts of the court; and will he 
say whether the rods for such unofficial 
birchings are supplied at the public 
expense, and whether any fee is paid 
and, if so, from what source to the 
person who inflicts the punishment. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akerse 
Douglas.) 1 do not think I can add 
anything of substance to the Answer 
which I gave the hon. Member on the 
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26th March last,+ unless he desired to 


Questions. 


draw my attention to some particular 


case into which inquiry ought to be made. 
I can only say that birchings such as 
those to which | understand the hon. 
Member to refer are not carried out in 
pursuance of any order of a magistrate, 
though ro doubt sometimes at his 
suggestion. ‘They are matters of arrange- 
ment between the parentand the person 
who inflicts the punishment, and | have 
no cognisance oi the details of any such 
arrangement. 


Canal Tolls in Ireland. 

Mr. KENNEDY (Westmeath, N.): 
To ask the Chiet Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Department of Agriculture and Techni- 
cal Instruction will consider the advisa- 
bility of exercising its powers under 


Section 17 of the Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction (Ireland) Act, 


1899, of appearing before the Railway 
and Canal Commissioners on behalf of 
the boatowners on the Royal Canal who 
feel aggrieved by reason of the tolls 
charged by the Midland Great Western 
Railway on canal trattic, when added to 
the working expenses, being in excess of 
the freight charged on that company’s 
railway ior the same class of goods, 
thereby destroying the competition of 
the canal; and whether seeing that, 
while the dire tors of the railway com- 
pany have reduced their freight for coal 
by about 6d. per ton from Dublin to 
Mullingar, the reduction in canal tolls 
which they offer the boatowners 
amounts to only about ld. per ton, he 
will say whether he can take any and, 
if so, what action in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
Midland Great Western Railway Com- 
pany, on the 30th ultimo, forwarded to 
the Department a list of reduced tolls 
tor the conveyance of coal by canal from 
Dublin to Mullingar which they pro- 
posed to charge as from Ist May. If 
the boatowners are aggrieved by the 
tolls as now revised the Department will 
be happy to consider any turther repre- 
sentations which they may desire to 
make on the subject. 


t See (4) Debates, exx., 297. 
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Monaghan Infirmary. 


Dr. THOMPSON: ‘To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will state why the Local 
Government Board have refused to 
permit the governors of the County 
Monaghan Infirmary to see the Report 
of the Local Government Board in- 
spector relative to the condition of their 
hospital and its suitability as a training 
school for nurses. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) No 
application has been made by the 
governors of the infirmary for permission 
to see the Report in question. In any 
event such reports are confidential 
documents intended for the information 
of the Local Government Board, and it 
would be contrary to the invariable 
practice to make them public. 


Sanatoria for Consumptives in Ireland. 

Dr. THOMPSON: To ask the Chiet 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will state what steps have 
been taken by the County Councils to 
establish a -anatorium for consumptive 
patients in each Irish county. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) So tar 
as the Local Government Board is aware 
no definite action has yet been taken by 
any County Council to establish a 
sanatorium for consumptive patients. 
Some preliminary steps to this end have 
been taken by the Belfast Corporation, 
and the Cork Branch of the Association 
for the Prevention of Tuberculosis are 
urging upon the local authorities the 
necessity tor taking action in the matter. 


Drum (County Monaghan) Water Supply. 

Dr. THOMPSON : To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will explain why the Local 
Government Board refuse to allow the 
village of Drum, county Monaghan, to 
obtain a supply of pure drinking water. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
Board has not refused to allow this village 
to obtain a pure water supply. On the 
contrary it has frequently urged upon 
the District Council the necessity of 
taking steps in this directie 
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Irish Medical Officers of Health. | vice clerks whose periods of employ- 


Dr. THOMPSON: To ask the Chief| ment as such under the Crown range 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | from nine to eleven years and whose 
Ireland if he will state what steps have salaries are considerably under £100 
been taken by the County Councils to| pet annum, he will state the maximum 
appoint a medical officer of health for | Tate of salary these clerks can receive, 
each county ; andif he will direct the | when they will reach it in the ordinary 
Local Government Board to impress on | Course, and how long approximately they 
the County Councils the vital necessity | will then have spent in the employment 
of the appointment of such an official. _| of the Crown; whether the salaries of 
all or any of these gentlemen have been 

(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Gounty | reduced since entering the Department's 
Councils, not being sanitary authorities, | service, and whether such reductions 
have no power to appoint medical | Were due to misconduct or ineptitude. 
officers of health for their respective | And, whether, in view of the fact that 
counties. 'clerical positions, which would have 

| afforded opportunity for promotion for 

Action against the Donegal Board of | these gentlemen, have been bestowed on 

Guardians. | persons of less official experience, will he 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): To state how many of the temporary clerical 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | staff of the Department have salaries of 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state) £100 per annum and upwards, and how 
the amount of the verdict and costs | long havesuch persons been continuously 
obtained by a contractor named Diver|in the employment of the Crown, and 
against the Donegal Board of Guardians | whether the Department intend to take 
in March 1902; and, in view of the| steps to place both classes of clerks on 


Questions. 





act that the guardians were advised that 
there was no defence, will he explain 
why the Local Government Board 
auditor insisted on the guardians pro 
ceeding with litigation; and whether, 
in view of the document issued by the 
clerk of the union for signature for the 
purpose of trying to raise a loan to meet 
these costs, will he state what steps he 
proposes to take in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
contractor obtained a verdict for £43 6s. 
in respect of extra work unauthorised by 
the guardians, but certified by the 
architect. [ have no information as 
regards the costs. J am not aware that 


the guardians were advised there was no| 


defence. The auditor denies that he 
insisted on the guardians proceeding 
with litigation. The Local Government 
Board have sanctioned a supplemental 
loan of £400 for the purpose, amongst 
other things, of paying law costs. 


Clerks in the Department of Agriculture 
and Technical Instruction. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireiand, whether, in view of the fact that 
the Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction have in their ser- 


| the same footing. 

| (Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) In reply 
|to the first paragraph. The number of 
isuch clerks is three Before their 
| appointment they were employed in a 
| temporary capacity only. Their services 
| were determinable at a week’s notice, and 
they had no prospects of advancement. 
Their present appointments carry valu- 
able privileges, including pension rights. 
Their salaries rise by annual increments 
of £2 10s. to £120, and thenceforth by 
£5 to £150. In two cases the initial 
salary was at the rate of £90 per annum 
as compared with £91 5s. when they 
were temporarily employed. The number 
of clerks referred to in the second para- 
graph is two. One had eight years’ 
continuous service under the Crown. 
They are in the same position in respect 
to increments and maximum of salary 
as other clerks of the same class employed 
in the Civil Service. 


Granard Rural District Councils’ Printing 
Contracts —- County Meath List of 
Voters—Cost of Printing. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, whether the Local Govern- 
ment Board can state the amount paid 
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for printing and advertising for the 
year ended 31st March last by the 
Granard No. 1, No. 2, and No. 3 Rural 
District Councils respectively ; when 
were the contracts taken for this work, 
and who were declared contractors ; and 
whether contracts have been made for 
the execution of this work for the 
current year; and, if so, when, and what 
are the amounts of same. 


Mr. TULLY: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, 
whether the Local Government Board 
can state the amount paid each year for 
the last three years by the Meath 
County Council for the printing of the 
List of Voters for the County Meath ; 
and who was the contractor for the 
execution of this work. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) It has 
not been found possible to obtain the 
information desired in these Questions in 
time to enable replies to be given to-day. 
Perhaps the hon. Member will repeat 
them at a future date. 


Sale of the Allen Estate. 

Mr. TULLY: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether the Land Commission are aware 
that in the case of the sale of the Allen 
Estate, near Carrick-on-Shannon, in the 
year 1881, two sub-tenants, named Peter 
Keogh and James Costello, to an oe- 
cupier named Pat Costello, were duly 
declared purchasers of the respective 
portions of land in their possession, and 
that the consent of Pat Costello was duly 
lodged with the solicitors having carriage 
of sale, Messrs. E. L. Hunt and Son, 
32, George’s Street, Limerick ; and, if so, 
whether the Land Commission can ex- 
plain on what grounds these men have 
not been duly registered as owners of 
the farms which they bought under these 
circumstances. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
proceedings for sale in the estate referred 
to cannot be identified on the records of 
the Land Commission. 


Fair Rents on Colonel French's Estate. 
Mr. TULLY: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether the Land Commission have made 


{COMMONS} 








Questions. 112 
any investigation into the complaint from 
Mr. Thomas M. Killoran, Ballymote, that 
an appeal was heard by them against the 
fair rent fixed by the Sub-Commissioners 
on 19th June, 1900, on a holding on the 
estate of Colonel French which he pur- 
chased from Mrs. Kate Shaw, formerly 
Roddy, although no notice of appeal was 
served on Mr. Killoran or Mrs. Shaw ; 
and, if so, will he say with what result. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) This 
Question has been referred to the Judicial 
Commissioner for report, but I regret 
that a reply cannot be given to it to-day. 


Irish Land Acts—Terms of Repayment. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the normal term of repayment under 
Section 25 of the Irish Land Act, 1896, 
is seventy-two and a half years or forty- 
two and a half years: and whether he 
can state in how many cases up to and 
ending 3lst March last have tenant 
purchasers intimated that they will repay 
on the forty two and a half years system ; 
in how many cases have they intimated 
that with decadal reductions they will 
pay on the seventy-two and a half years 
system ; and further down to the same 
date in how many cases have tenant 
purchasers under the Acts of 1885, 1888, 
and 1891 exercised the option, given to 
them under Section 25 of the Act of 
1896, and converted their periods of re- 
payment from forty-nine years to seventy- 
nine years so as to secure decadal reduc- 
tions. 


(Aduswered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
main provisions of Section 25 are pro- 
spective, as well as retrospective, and in 
effect every land purchase annuity at the 
end of the decade is reduced unless, in 
accordance with Sub-section (3), the pro- 
prietor of a holding applies that the 
annuity shall not be reduced for the com- 
ing decade. If he so applies the annuity 
is not reduced and then the normal term 
of repayment, in cases of annuities created 
since the Act of 1896, is forty-two and a 
half years. The effect of each of the 
three decade applications is to extend 
the term from forty-two and a half years 
to seventy-two and a half years. [ight 
hundred and ninety-seven purchasers 
under the Acts of 1891-1896 became 
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entitled to the decade revision up to Ist 
May, 1903, and of these nineteen objected 
to have their annuities varied. Under 
the Acts of 1885-1888, 22,247 purchasers 
became similiarly entitled to the decade 
revision, and of these 1,011 objected to 
the revision. In cases under the Acts of 
1885-1888 the result of the application 
of the decade system is to extend the 
term from forty-nine to seventy-nine 
years, provided the reduction is made at 
the end of each of the three decades. 


(Questions. 


Mullingar Rifle Range. 

Mr. KENNEDY: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he is 
aware that owing to the new rifle range 
at Mullingar not being ready for practice, 
the Ist Battalion Connaught Rangers 
stationed at that town have been ordered 
away for three or four months practice ; 
and, if so, whether, in the interests of the 
locality, he will take steps to secure the 
opening of the new rifle range at an early 
date. 


(Answered ly Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The purchase of the land required for the 
Mullingar rifle range has not yet been 
completed, and, as the hon. Member has 
been previously informed, it is not pos- 
sible to commence the construction of the 
range until the land is in possession of 
the War Department. 


Sleeping Accommodation in Military 

uard Rooms. 

Mr. COIL STON((Gloucestershire Thorn- 
bury): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War if any improvement has yet 
been effected in the sleeping accommoda- 
tion provided in military guard rooms. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
Difficulty has been experienced in ob- 
taining a satisfactory mattress for the 
guard rooms. and some new mattresses 
are now on trial. 


Limits of Army Order 9, of January, 1903. 


Mr. JOHN HUTTON (Yorkshire 
Richmond): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he will ascertain 
from the Indian Government their reasons 
for recommending that the Army Order, 
No. 9, of January, 1903, should be limited 
to troops engaged in the operations 
previous to 3rd March 1893; and 
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whether they have any reasons for not 
extending the date so as to include the 
Sima Relief Column, under Captain 
Davis, D.S.O., which started from 
Bhamo in April, 1893, and which was the 
last expedition that season ; whether he 
can explain why the Army Order, No. 9, 
of January, 1903, conferring medals 
upon troops engaged in 1893, has been so 
long delayed. 


(Answered by Mr Secretary Brodrick.) 
I think it would be most convenient if 
the hon. Member would kindly address 
his inquiries direct to the Indian Govern- 
ment. 


Tenders for Cordite Cartridges. 


Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the fact that tenders 
for a quantity of °303 cordite cartridges 
were sent in by the contractors so far 
back as 18th April, and that no 
replies to those tenders have been re- 
ceived, and that in consequence of this 
delay thousands of workpeople have 
been thrown out of employment, he can 
hasten the placing of these orders. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodricl:.) 
The quantity required is very small in 
comparison with the orders given during 
the war, and in any case I feel a large 
discharge of workmen by contractors is 


unavoidable. The allotment will be 
made at once. 
Rifle Clubs in Ireland. 


Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for War if he 
will say how many rifle clubs affiliated 
to the National Rifle Association exist 
in Ireland, and what is their total 
membership; and do the same regula- 
tions as to the authorisation and forma- 
tion of rifle clubs apply to Ireland us 
to Great Britain. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
There are eight rifle clubs in Ireland 
affiliated to the National Rifle Associa- 
tion, and the total number of members 
is 366. The regulations as to authorisa- 
tion and formation are the same as 
those in Great Britain, with the excep- 
tion that the approval of the Irish 
Government is necessary. 








115 (Juestions, 


Military Ranges in Ireland. 


Mr. O’SHEE: To ask the Secretary 
of State for War if he will say what is 
the number of military ranges in 
Ireland; have any ranges been aban- 
doned since 1899, and have any new 
ranges been acquired and constructed ; 
how many Irish ranges on which iron 
targets were heretofore used have, since 
1899, had paper or canvas targets sub- 
stituted ; is it proposedto make the same 
alteration in all the ranges ; and whether 
it has been decided to abandon any of 
the ranges now in use. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The number of military ranges in 
Ireland is twenty-nine. Three have 
een abandoned since 1899, two have 
heen acquired and constructed, and 
several others enlarged and improved. 
On seven ranges paper or canvas targets 
have been substituted for iron, and it 
is proposed to make this alteration in 
all the ranges. It has not been decided 
to abandon any of the ranges now 
in use. 


Inoculation for Plague in Hong Kong. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether the 
system of inoculation with plague serum 
which is in force in India has been 
adoptedin Hong Kong; and, if not, will 
he consider the expediency of calling for 
a report on the subject. 


(Auswered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
The hon. Member will see from Dr. 
Simpson's report, which has just been 
placed in the Library of the House, that 
the inoculation of those who wish to be 
protected with Haffkine’s Plague Pro- 
phylactic is already carried on in Hong 
Kong, and that Dr. Simpson recom- 
mends the continuance of this practice. 


Chinese Labour for South African Mines. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is aware that the mine 
owners of South Africa claim to be 
acting with the approval and support of 
Lord Milner in attempting to introduce 
Chinese labour for work in the mines; 
and, if so, whether he will direct the at- 
tention of Lord Milner to the fact that 
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the Government is opposed to such 
labour being introduced. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Chamberlain.) 

No, Sir; lam not aware that any 
such claim has been made, and Lord 
Milner is in full possession of the views 
of His Majesty's Government, which 
have been publicly stated on several! 
occasions. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Ragging in the 21st Lancers. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether’ he 
is in a position to give any informa- 
tion to the House in reference to the ill 
treatment of an officer of the 21st 
Lancers. 


Tne SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): A Report on this subject has been 
received from the Field Marshal Com 
manding the 3rd Army Corps, and the 
Commander-in-Chief will shortly give his 
decision. Perhaps the hon. Member 
would postpone his Question till Monday 
week. 


Typewriting Telegraph Instruments for 
Army Field Service. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether the War Office 
has made any tests as to the capabilities 
of the typewriting telegraph instruments 
employed in the field services of Ger- 
many, Austria, and the United States ; 
and, if so, with what result. 


Mr. BRODRICK: We l:ave no infor 
mation to show that typewriting tele- 
graph instruments are used in field 
service by either Germany, Austria or 
the United States. An instrument of 
this nature has been tested by the War 
Office but the report on it is unfavour- 
able. 


Disease Infected Army Blankets. 
Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, in view of the 
scientific questions raised by the recent 
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outbreak of fever on the “Cornwall,” 
attributed to the use of infected blankets, 
he will cause an inquiry into the matter 
to be conducted either by officers of the 
Royal Army Medical Corps or in conjunc- 
tion with the medical staff of the Local 
Government Board. 


Questions. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I shall not bein a 
position to reply to any further Questions 
on the subject of these blankets until I 
am in possession of the Report from 
General Officer Commanding in South 
Africa which has been called tor. 


South Australian Government and 
Foreign Governments. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the South Australian 
Government have agreed to the view 
stated in his recent despatch that on 
matters relating to Foreign Governments 
His Majesty’s Government should deal 
with the Government of the Common- 
wealth, and not with the State 
Governments. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
3irmingham, W.): I have no informa- 
tion. ‘here has not yet been time to 
receive a reply to my despatch of the 
15th of April included in the Papers 
recently published. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 
day fortnight. 


This 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: We have 


to await a reply by mail. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 


this day month. 


Then 


Mediterranean Fleet—Gunnery Practice. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
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was the range at which the practice was 
conducted, the time it took, and the 
number and approximate value of the 
rounds fired. In what respects did this 
practice depart from the Admiralty regu- 
lation that the attainment of good 
shooting and proficiency in gunnery are 
always to be considered as taking pre- 
cedence over all other duties; by whom 
was this practice ordered and its condi- 
tions prescribed, and by whom has the 
Report thereon been made. In view 
of the practice which had _ been 
adopted on 14th May last that the 
reasons of failure in gunnery practice 
are reported on by the admirals under 
whose orders the ships are acting, that 
the Reports are considered by the 
Admiralty, and such steps taken with 
regard to the individual officers concerned 
asin the opinion of the Admiralty are 
required, will he say whether any, and, 
if so, what steps have been, or will be 
taken, in this case. 


THE SECRETARY TO THE 
ADMIRALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTER, 
Belfast, W.): 1 gave the hon. Member 
an undertaking that I would inform him 
as soon as the Report on this subject 
was received. That undertaking | will 
not fail to carry out, but | believe that 
Sunday next is the earliest date at which 
it will be possible to receive the Report 








|of the Commander-in-Chief from 
| Alexandria. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I will post- 
| pone the Question till June 9. It was 
| not want of confidence in the hon. 
Gentleman’s undertaking that induced 
me to put it to-day. 








Preferential Trading with British 
Colonies. 
| *Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
| shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
| Secretary of State for the Colonies 





| beg to ask the Secretary to the| whether he has received by telegraph 
Admiralty has he now received the} the exact words of the reference to 
Report, called for by the Admiralty on preferential trading in the speech of the 
llth May, on the alleged waste of | Governor-General of Australia on the 
ammunition in the Mediterranean Fleet opening of the Commonwealth Parlia- 
on 29th April last by eight battleships ment; and, if so, whether he can com- 
firing away over 7,000 rounds at dis-| municate them to Parliament. 

tances and under conditions depriving 

the practice of utility as gunnery training Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir 
for accuracy in marksmanship; what but I have telegraphed to ask for them. 
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Sangramgar Murder Case. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether his attention has been 
drawn to the trial and composition of 
the jury in what is known as the 


Sangramgar murder case, in which one 


Martin was aceused of the murder of 
Bistu Bowri, when twelve special jurors 
were summoned, six Europeans and six 
Indians, from whom five jurors were to 
be chosen, and that of the six Indians 
five were rejected except one, who with 
four Europeans from the panel, tried and 


acquitted the accused; and, if so, will | 


the action of the 
summoning a jury half of Europeans 
and half of Indians and in allowing 
the actual jury to consist of four 
Europeans and one Indian be inquired 
into, as well as the evidence of the alleged 


partiality of two or three of the jurors | 
as shown on the jury being struck and | 
during the trial, especially with reference | 


to Mr. M‘Nicoll and Mr. Davies. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord GrcrGE HAMILTON, 
Middlesex, Ealing): I have no informa- 
tion as to the case referred to in the 
question. If any irregularity occurred 
in the trial it was open to the Local 
Government to apply to the High Court 
to deal with the proceedings in exercise 


of their power of revision. But, as | 


regards the constitution of the jury, I 
may remind the hon. Member that, under 
Section 450 of the Criminal Procedure 
Code, if any European British subject 
requires to be tried by a mixed jury, 
“the trial should be by a jury of which 
not less than half of the number shall 
he Europeans.” 


Indian Railways. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- | 


shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether he can state 
when the Report of Mr. Robertson, the 
specialist employed by the Government 
of India for the purpose of examining 
the Indian Railway systems, will be 
issued; and whether he is now in a 
position to give to the House its main 
recommendations. 


Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: Mz. 
Robertson’s Report bas been printed and 
published in India, and I am expecting 
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shortly to receive a large number of 
copies for issue in this country. In the 
meantime I do not propose to make any 
statement as to the nature of the re- 
commendations which it contains. 


Germany and Canadian Trade. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 





Foreign Affairs whether Germany 
istands alone in differentiating or 
\threatening to differentiate against 


|Canada in consequence of the recent 
preference given to British trade. 

| Tue UNDER SECRETARY or 
| STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord 
| CkANBORNE, Rochester) : So far as we 
| are aware the answer is in the negative. 


| 
| Clapham Common—Private Employment 
of Constables. 

Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
| Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
;}ment whether he is aware that in- 
habitants resident on and near Claphain 
|Common subseribe for one or two 
additional constables owing to the 
general insecurity of property in that 
neighbourhood owing to frequent 
burglaries; and that, in some yardens 
‘connected with various squares in 
London, private policemen are paid for 
by the adjacent occupiers in addition to 
| their ordinary rates for police protection ; 
| and, if so, will he reconsider the decision 
of a late Chief Constable of the Metro- 
| politan Police not to protect the backs of 
houses which abut on gardens, usually 
locked by gates at night, although easily 
scaled. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
AKErS-DouGLas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) : 
There are a _ considerable number of 
| cases (particulars of which will be tound 
in the Commissioners’ Annual Report) 
in which additional constables are ap- 
pointed at the cost of private persons 
under Section 8 of the Metropolitan 
Police Act, 1839. One such constable 
is employed in the neighbourhood of 
Clapham Common ; but I am not aware 
|that there is general insecurity of 
property there. As regards the latter 
part of the Question, a police regulation 
has long been in force forbidding 
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constables to leave their beats to enter 
or patrol private grounds except when 
they have reason to believe that an 
offence is being, or is likely to be, com- 
mitted ; and in the opinion of the 
Commissioner it is necessary in the 
public interest that this regulation 
should be maintained. 


Treatment of Habitual Criminals. 


Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
called to the cases which the Recorder 
of Manchester tried at the City Assizes 
there on Tuesday the 26th instant: of 
William Whitby, who was found to have 
been convicted of stealing eleven times 
since 1898; of James Wright, described 
a8 a confirmed pickpocket ; and of Ann 
Smith, who stole a purse, and had been 
eighteen times convicted of different 
offences ; and if so, will he say when he 
will be able to introduce his Bill for the 
segregation of habitual and irreclaimable 
criminals. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The hon. 
Member has been good enough to send 
me reports of the cases referred to, and 
I can only say that many of a similar 
character come before me from day to 
day. Il am most anxious to do some- 
thing in the direction indicated, and have 
proposals under immediate considera- 
tion; but I can make no promise as to 


the date at which I may be able to bring 
in a Bill. 


Crime in the Metropolis. 


Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment if he will state what robberies and 
burglaries have been reported by the 
police as having taken place in Eaton Square 
and Chester Square since the 1st January, 
1902 ; and whether, seeing that within a 
recent period sixteen robberies of a 
burglarious character were made in the 
neighbourhood of Dollis Hill, Willesden, 
he will state what steps he proposes to 
take. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: Since Ist 
January, 1902, there has been one 
burglary and two  housebreakings in 
Eaton Square and Chester Square, and in 
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two of these cases arrests were made. 
There have been no recent cases of 
burglary at Dollis Hill, but no doubt the 
hon. Member’s figure is right if he 
includes not only cases of housebreaking 
but also minor cases of larceny from out- 
houses within an area of four square 
miles. The Commissioner of Police has 
constantly under his consideration the 
needs of the various districts of the 
Metropolis, and augments the police from 
time to time as necessity arises. 


Gambling in Grain Futures. 
Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
On behalf of the hon. Member for the 
St. Patrick’s Division of Dublin I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he has yet received copies of the 
legislation passed by Foreign Govern- 
ments and by the Canadian Government 
ir regard to the regulation of gambling 
in futures or options in food stuffs ; and, 
if so, whether he can lay those Parlia- 
mentary Papers before the House ; and, 
if not, whether he can say when he 
expects to be able to do so. 


*THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to THE BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars): I 
have received Reports from His Majesty’s 
representatives in the various foreign 
countries and from Canada, bearing upon 
the matter referred to by the hon. Mem- 
ber, and propose to lay them upon the 
Table very shortly, as soon as they have 
been printed and summarised. 


Telegraphic Delays—Message Timing. 
Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 


S.): I beg to ask the Postmaster-General 
whether his attention has been called to 
complaints that telegraph clerks fill up 
the forms so as to make the time of 
handing in later than it really was ; and, 
if so, whether he will consider the 
advisability of providing on the forms for 
public use a space in which the sender can 
insert the time according to the office 
clock at which the message was handed in. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E.): It is but very rarely that tele- 
graphists are alleged to have misstated 
the time of “handing in” a telegram, 
and [ am not prepared to accept the 
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suggestion of the hon. Member that I, 
should accept an entry of time made by | 


the sender of the telegram, and purporting 
to be taken from the office clock. 


(Juestions. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I can give 
instances in my own experience where 
the message has been delayed half an 
hour ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : If 
the hon. Member will bring any such 
case to my notice I will inquire, but unless 
it is done immediately it is very difficult 
to arrive at any satisfactory result. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: But 
cannot some arrangement be made for the 
clerk to put on the message the hour at 
which it is received ? 


AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
That is done. The number of complaints 
of this kind is very small. The whole 
object of the regulation is to get the work 
at the counter done as quickly as possible, 
so as not to incommode the public. 


Mr. 


Silent Telephone Cabinets for the Post 
Office. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General whether, in 
view of the fact that a recent contract 
for 150 silent telephone cabinets was 
given to Maple and Co., in preference 
to the old sub-contractors, he will give 
the figures of the various tenders, and 
state how many of the Maple cabinets 
have been delivered, and how many of 
them accepted, and how many rejected ; 
and wil he also state, in the case of a 
contract for 300 telephone boards given 
to the same firm, how many of these 
instruments have been delivered, how 
many accepted, and how many rejected. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
hon. Member is under some misappre- 
hension. The contract recently made 
with Messrs. Maple and Co. was for 
fifty, not 150, Silence Cabinets, and 
cabinets such as these have in recent 
years been made. not by sub-contractors, 
but in the Post Office factory. All the 
firms who had ever made Silence 
Cabinets for the Post Office, and one 
or two firms who had made cabinets 
for the Office of Works, were invited 


to tender, and the tender of Messrs. 
| 
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Maple and Co. was the lowest. | 
am not prepared to give the figures. 
The first cabinet, which was to be 
approved before the order was _pro- 
ceeded with, has been passed, and 
delivery of the whole is expected very 
shortly. The telephone boards men- 
tioned by the hon. Member are no 
instruments, as he supposes, but merely 
little boards to hold the brackets on 
which a telephone rests. Two hundred 
and fifty, not 300, were ordered re- 
cently from Messrs. Maple and Co. ; 
they have all been delivered, but it has 
been necessary to return them for a 
slight alteration. These boards also 
have previously been made in the Post 
Office factory. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: May I ask 
how many of these cabinets have been 
returned “ for a slight alteration ¢” 


% Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | 
think all. 
Poor Rates Demand Notes. 
Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE 


(Sussex, Horsham): I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board if the General Order of the 
Board, of 21st September, 1895, pre- 
scribing the form of demand note for 
payment of Poor Rate is still in force ; 
and if the amount to be levied in an 
administrative county for the purposes 
of the Education Act. 1902, should be 
included in county purposes, or should 
be separately indicated. 


THE PRESIDENT oF tHe LOCAI, 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Wattex 
| Lone, Bristol, S.): The Order of 1895 
referred to has been superseded in the 
case of parishes containing agricultura!| 
land by an Order, dated 13th April, 
1897; but, so far as relates to the point 
‘referred to in the Question, the pro- 
visions in the two Orders are the same. 
Both Orders prescribe as one item to be 
shown in the demand note the amount 
in the £ required for county contri- 
butions. The sum needed to mect 
the expenses of a County Council for 
the purchases of the Education Act, 
1902, would form part of the county 
contributions, and the amount in the 


“we a 





NE 
the 
ent 
she 
re- 
for 
ce ; 
an 
SES 


uld 


Al, 
TER 
395 
the 
ral 
ril, 
int 
ro- 
ne. 

he 
int 
br i- 
ect 
for 
et, 
otv 
the 





125 (uestions. 


{28 May 1903} 


£ required for this purpose should be | 


included in this item. It should not be 
separately indicated in the demand note. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE: 
‘Lhen I take it the splitting of the rate in 
the demand note is not 
with the prescribed orders now in force. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Certainly. 
Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) 


whether it was not in the power of the 
local authority to give, on the demand 
note, not only the total of the rate, but 
the various sub-heads indicating how it 
was made up. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The demand 
note is issued to the ratepayers by the 
overseers, and, as they have no knowledge 
of how the rate is made up, they cannot 
possibly indicate what proportion of the 
rate is to be devoted to a particular class 
of expenditure. 


Public Elementary ~ under Trust 
eeds. 

Mr. CUMMING MACDONA (South- 
wark, Rotherhithe): On behalf of the 
hon. Member jor the City of London 
(Sir Jos@ph Dimsdale), I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
whether, in the case of endowed schools, 
the trust deeds of which require them 


to be conducted as public elementary | 


schools, the provisions of the London 
Education Bill as to appointment of 
managers and control by the local 


authority will apply if the governors of | 
such schools elect not to accept a Parlia- | 


xj 


< 


mentary grant. } 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- | 


TARY ToTHE BOARD or EDUCATION 


(Sir Writiam Anson, Oxford Univer- | 


sity); A school which, under the pro- 
visions of a scheme or trust deed, must 
be conducted as a public elementary 


school, must be subject to the provisions | 
of the Act of 1902 as to the appointment | 
of managers and the control of the local | 


education authority. Whether a Parlia- 
mentary grant should be applied for 


in accordance | 
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the cost of maintenance for their school, 
such refusal will not thereby divest the 
local education authority of its right of 
control over secular instruction. 


Free Education Dispute at Urmston. 
Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 


|Secretary to the Board of Education 
_whether his attention has been drawn 


asked | 


to the case of Mr. 
Urmston, Lancashire, 


J. Wilshaw, of 


who sent his 


| child to the Church of England School 


in that town, but on asking the 
managers for free education was refused : 
whether he is aware that, on Mr. Wilshaw 
appealing to the Board of Education 
to secure free education for his child, 
under the Act of 1891, he was informed 
that he could have a free place for his 
child at the Roman Catholic School in 
Urmston ; that Mr. Wilshaw applied for 
the admittance of his child to the 
nearest Church of England School, and 
was refused because no fee was offered ; 
and that Mr. Wilshaw then brought the 
matter before the Bishop of Manchester, 
and received an answer stating that Mr. 
Wilshaw, he was informed, did not need 
any help, and endorsing the action ot 
the managers of the Church school ; and, 
if so, will he state what action does the 
Board propose to take in the matter. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON: The Urmston 
National School has a right to charge 
fees under Section 2 (2) of the Act of 
18%1 ; and the Board are not aware of 
anything in that Act which, while giving 
a parent the right to claim a free place 
for his child within a reasonable distance 
of his home, gives any right to claim such 
a free place at any particular school. It 
| will be competent for the Lancashire 
, County Council after the appointed day 
to consider the matter, if they so desire 
it. But I do not consider any action on 
| the part of the Board to be necessary or 
| desirable. 


Scottish Tax Collection. 


Mr. CROMBIE( Kincardineshire): I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
| whether he is aware that Imperial taxes 


or not rests with the local education | in St. Andrews, Dunfermline, and other 


authority and not with the managers. 
If the managers or governors refuse to 


places in Scotland are collected in licensed 
fener oom and, if so, whether he will 


accept fro. the local education authority put a stop to this practice. 
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Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 | 
THE TREASURY (Mr. ELtiot, Dur- 
ham): The facts are as stated in 
the Question. It may be difficult in| 
some cases to obtain other accommoda- | 
tion, but | am in communication with 
the Inland Revenue on the subject. 


Question Ss. 


Promotion from the Armagh Post Office. 
Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to 


ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
is aware that a junior officer has been 
withdrawn from Armagh Post Office for 
temporary duty in the Surveying De- 
partment without the posting up of 
the usual notice inviting applications 
from the district for the performance of 
the work; and, if so, will he explain 
why the ordinary course has  b-en 
departed from in this instance. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : | 
Yes: the employment of the officer in 
question was duly authorised from head- 
quarters. It was not necessary to post 
a notice inviting applications for this 
employment, as Mr. Boland was well 
known by the District Surveyor to be 
the most suitable candidate for the 
purpose. 


Irish Northern Postal District—Selections 
for Special Duties. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
can state what system prevails in the 
Northern Postal District (lreland) with 
reference to the selection of charge 
clerks for special duties; whether he is 
aware that one officer from Armagh has 
been selected on three different occasions 
within a limited period for duty at 
Donegal and Limavady; whether he 
can state how many charge clerks are 
listed in the Northern District, and if 
there was no competent officer to be 
found in Donegal or Derry. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
system is to select the most suitable 
officer for the purpose who can be spared 
from his other duties. I am aware that 
one officer from Armagh has been selected 
on several occasions, but I am assured 
that in each case he was at the time 
the only suitable officer in the Northern 
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District who could be spared. Twenty- 
two officers in the district are listed to: 
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act as clerks in charge—three of whom 
are attached to the Staff at Londonderry. 
No officer on the Donegal Staff is on 
the List. 


Armagh Postal Staff—Extra Duties. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
is aware that the male staff at Armagh 
Post Office, owing to depletion, are 
obliged to perform extra work daily, in 
some cases from 2 a.m. to 10 p.m. ; that 
in other cases the usual relief for dinner 
has been suspended ; and that some men, 
after a week’s work ending at 10.15 
p.m. on Saturday night, are obliged to 
resume work again at 2 a.m. on Sunday 
morning ; and, if so, whether he can take 
steps to secure to the staff nine hours’ 
rest after the completion of their daily 
work. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
No, Sir. No representations to this effect 
have reached me from the staff. If the 
facts are correctly stated in the Question 
the officers concerned should at once 
address a memorial to the Secretary, 
Dublin, or to me. 


Irish Mail Delays. 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Postmaster - General 
whether he is now in a position to state 
what steps, if any, have been taken to 
secure a more regular arrival of the Irish 
mails in Dublin ; and whether he can give 
any assurance that the inconvenience 
caused by the missing of connections will 
not be repeated in future. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
occasional late arrival of the English 
mails in Dublin is sometimes due to un- 
avoidable causes, such as unfavourable 
weather or accidents on the railway, but 
sometimes it is caused by the heavy 
traffic. When the number of passengers 
for Ireland is larger than usual, it is fre- 
quently necessary to run the night mail 
train to Holyhead in two portions, and as 
the first portion can be started little, if 
at all, before the appointed time, the 
second portion must be late in arrival at 
Holyhead. The railway company have 
been urged to make arrangements for re- 
ducing to a minimum the delay thus 
caused, but it is feared that some delay 
is unavoidable. In regard to the failure 
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of connection in Ireland, | am considering| Mr. CULLINAN: I beg to ask the 
whether any modification can advan- | Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
tageously be made in the arrangements of Ireland, whether, as the matters for 
for sending on the mails from Dublin to | investigation!by the Commission on Amal- 
the South of Ireland ; but I have not yet gamation of Unions in Treland will be 
come to any decision in the matter. _ varied and of concern to all parts of the 
country, he will consider the advisability 
Mr. CULLINAN: The London and | of nominating a representative from the 
North-Western Railway Company is re- | South to act on the Commission. 
ceiving a huge subsidy for carrying mails, | 
and it ought to be called upon to give) Mr. WYNDHAM: The Commission 
better accommodation for passenger | consists of three members, one of whom 
traffic. is the hou. Member for Mid Tyrone. It 
was considered that a small Commission 
of thoroughly competent and experienced 
gentlemen would better conduce to ex- 
pedition and a workable scheme. It will 
invite the assistance of the most ex- 
perienced local representatives throughout 
the country in the course of its investiga- 
tions. 


(Questions. (Questions. 


Newtownhamilton Mail Service. 
Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg 


to ask the Postmaster-General, whether, 
seeing that the English mail does not 
arrive in Newtownhamilton, county 
Armagh, till about 5 p.m. he will | 
consider some means of accelerating the | 
service so that this mail may be delivered | 
in the morning. 





Mr. CULLINAN asked whether as 
the administration of the Poor Law 
ons hs -_ = varied greatly in the South from the 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : I system obtaining in the North of Ireland, 
regret that, as { informed the hon. | the right hon. Gentleman would give the 


Member in the letter which I addressed | goyth some representation on the Conv- 
to him on the 13th instant, the cirecum- | mission. 


stances do not enable me to accelerate | 
the arrival of the English letters at ' 
Newtownhamilton. 





Mr WYNDHAM: I am aware that 

| the practice differs in the South from 

: , | the North, and the attention of the 

Union Amalgamation (Ireland) Com- | Commission will be drawn to the fact, 
mission. | . 

_ |but I cannot promise to enlarge the 

Mr. CULLINAN: I beg to ask the} Commission. It is essential if the 





Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | 
of Ireland, whether he will consider the | 
advisability of including in the reference 
to the Commission on Amalgamation of 
Unions in Ireland the question of utilising 
some of the existing workhouses as educa- 
tional and industrial training schools 
for orphans, and the children of habitual 
drunkards and criminals ; as homes for 
unfortunate women with illegitimate 
children ; and as asylums for harmless 
lunatic epileptics ; and also the questions 
of the admission and treatment of tramps, 
with the object of devising a scheme 
which might generally be put in force to 
cope with the abuses of the existing law. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpuHaM, Dover): The 
terms of reference are wide enough to 
enable the Commission to make recom- 
mendations for the better treatment of 
practically all these classes. 


VOL. CXXIII. [FourtH Series.] 





inquiry is to be carried out in an expedi- 
tious and business-like manner, to have 
a small compact body to conduct it, 
rather than to place on it representatives 
from all parts of Ireland. 


County Clare Police Force. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether there 
are any extra police remaining in the 
County Clare ; whether any portions of 
that county remain proclaimed under the 
Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) 
Act, 1887; and whether the county is 
not in a perfectly peaceable state at 
present. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There are no extra 
police at present in Glare. Sections 3 
and 4 of the Act of 1887 are in force in 
the county, and Section 2 is in force in 


E 
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a small portion of the county. A con- 
siderable improvement has taken place in 
the state of the county. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will the 
right hon, Gentleman consider the 
advisability of advising the Lord Lieu- 
tenant to revoke the Proclamation ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I entertain hopes 
that it may be possible to do so shortly, 
but Iam not prepared to say it can be 
done at the present moment. 


County Clare Police and Mr. Patrick 
Meany. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will have 
orders sent to the Police in County Clare 
to cease following Mr. Patrick Meany, of 
Quin. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The movements of 
this man have been under police super- 
vision because he was suspected of illegal 
practices. Latterly it has been found 
possible to relax the supervision. 


Hospital Relief for Irish Police. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Kil- 
larney Board of Guardians and others 
have complained that they are com- 
pelled to afford hospital relief to police | 
constables in Ireland at the weekly 
‘average cost of all the patients; and | 
whether, seeing that this sum is about | 
10s. per week less in each case than the | 
actual cost, and having regard to the 
fact that these men are in receipt of full | 
pay whilst in hospital, he will secure an | 
amendment of the present regulations | 
so that these policemen shall not remain | 
a charge on the ratepayers. 

| 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Representations to | 
this effect have been made by the 
Killarney and one or two other Boards of 
Guardians. The rate of payment by 
police constables in such circumstances 
is fixed by Statute, not by departmental | 
regulation. I cannot undertake to intro- 
duce amending legislation in the direc- 
tion’suggested. 
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‘charged under sub-head C., 
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Questions. 
Ballypooreen Prisoners. 


Mr. CULLINAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that 
eleven men who were fined nominal 
sums, or in default three days im- 
prisonment, at the Ballypooreen, County 
Tipperary, Petty Sessions, on the Sth 
instant, immediately offered to go to 
prison, but that the Resident Magistrate 
declined to issue warrants for their 
arrest for a week; and, if so, will he 
explain why those men are daily taken 
to prison in batches of two, handcuffed 
together, and treated as ordinary 
criminals, in view of the nature of the 
offence. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed 
that the police had reasonable grounds 
for apprehending an attempted rescue or 
violence, and that it was considered 
necessary, in consequence, to take the 
precaution of handcuffing the prisoners. 


Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.): Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say when any 
rescue of prisoners was last attempted in 


' Ireland 2 


| No answer was returned. | 


Brussels Sugar Convention—Provision for 
Expenses. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury out of 
what funds voted for the services of the 
Board of Trade or the Foreign Office do 
His Majesty’s Government propose to 
provide for the expenditure to be in- 
curred by this country, and which will 
come in course of payment during the 
current financial year, for the organ- 
isation and working of the Permanent 
Commission for carrying out the Brussels 


/Sugar Convention, which is to meet 


not later than Monday next, Ist June. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Ba.rour, Manchester, E.): In answer 
to my hon. friend I have to say that 
such expenditure may properly be 
special 
services, of the Board of Trade, or sub- 
head K., special missions and services, 
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and the Vote for diplomatic and consular 
services. Both these heads include pro- 
vision for analagous contributions to the 
expenses of international commissions 
abroad. The question whether the 
Foreign Office or the Board of Trade 
should provide these charges has not yet 
been decided, but probably the charge 
will fall on the Foreign Office. 


Vote for Secret Service. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury have 
His Majesty’s Government considered 
the propriety of reducing the Vote for 
Secret Service Money from £65,000 a 
year to a lower sum approaching that of 
£30,000, at which this Vote stood in, 
and for many years previous to 1898-9 ; 
is he aware that in the year 1901-02 
only £48,316 was expended on Secret 
Service ; and will he say what circum- 
stances those are which are now held to 
require the vote of a larger sum than 
was required in that year. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The possibility of 
reduction was considered on the Esti- 
mates of the present year. I am aware 
of the amount actually expended in 
1901-02, but I cannot undertake to state 
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the reasons which were held to require ' 


a largersum than was actually expended 
in that year, to be included in this 
year’s estimate. I may add that I do 
not think it would be advisable on 
general grounds to reduce the amount 
of money spent on secret service in this 
country, which is very much smaller 
than that of other countries. 


Procedure Rules. 


Mr. LODER (Brighton): I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he proposes to find time after Whitsun- 
tide to resume the consideration of 
Amendments to Standing Orders relat- 
ins to Procedure of the House, un- 
finished last session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should like 
to find time for finishing our work on 
these Standing Orders which, everybody 


will admit, are in an unsatisfactory con- | 
afraid I cannot 


dition, but I am 
promise any particular date. 
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Mr. PAULTON (Durham, Bishop 
Auckland): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether the attention 
of His Majesty’s Government has been 
drawn to the question of making such 
alteration in the date at which Parlia- 
ment is usually summoned to meet as 
would conduce to bringing the session 
to an end early in July; and whether 
they will consider the advisability of 
appointing a Joint Committee of both 
Houses to deliberate and report upon 
the subject. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg at 
the same time to ask the first Lord of 
the Treasury whether, in view of the 
vote upon the subject in another place, 
it is the intention of His Majesty’s 
Government to take steps to alter the 
time of year at which Parliament shall 
assemble for the transaction of business. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Personally I 
should be delighted if the session ended 
in July; and in order to obtain that 
desirable result, if it could be so obtained, 
I should personally not object to meeting 
earlier. But I am afraid, if this House 
decides to meet earlier, that when July 
comes round it will be found that we 
will still have to sit till 12th August, 
and the result of the change will be not 
a diminution of our labours, but an 
augmentation of them. For these 
reasons | look with some scepticism 
upon the plan which has been suggested 
by the House of Lords. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman take some 
steps to remedy the painful situation of 


this House being at variance with the 
House of Lords ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the differences 
between the two Houses are never on 
more important points I do not think it 
is a matter which need trouble us. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Dr. FARQUHARSON: What will be 


the business on the Monday the House 
re-assembles 4 


E 2 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I propose to 
put down Revenue Votes 1, 2, 4, and 5, 
then the Civil Service,’ Class 4, Votes 
relating to museums, national galleries, 
Universities, and colleges, and also the 
Vote in Class 7 for miscellaneous 
temporary commissions. On Thursday, 
June 11, I hope—subject to possible 
alteration--to take the Local Govern- 
ment Board Vote. 





BISHOPRIC OF BRISTOL BILL [Lorps]. 

Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 10th 
June, and to be printed. (Bill 229.) 


ECCLESIASTICAL COMMISSIONERS 
BILL [Lorps]. 
Read the first time; tofbe read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 10th 
June, and to be printed. (Bill 231.) 


NEW BILL. 


MEDICAL ACT (1886) AMENDMENT 
(No. 2) BILL. 
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“To amend The Medical Act, 1886,” 
presented by General Laurie; supported 
My Sir Walter Foster, Sir John Tuke, 

r. Rothschild, Sir Howard Vincent, 
Mr. Middlemore, and Sir Mancherjee 
Bhownaggree ; to be read a second time 
upon Monday, 8th June, and to be 
printed. (Bill 232.) 


THE SUGAR CONVENTION. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Black- 
friars) in the absence of the Pre- 
sident of the Board of Trade, presented 
a Bill to make provision for giving 
effect toa Convention, signed on March 
5, 1902, in relation to sugar. He said: 
Hon. Members will remember that during 
last session a Resolution was passed by 
this House, authorising the Government 
to give effect to the Brussels Sugar Con- 
vention, and the object of this Bill is to 
carry out that Resolution. Under the 
terms of the Convention this country is | 
bound either to prohibit the importation 
of bounty-fed sugar or to impose upon | 
it a countervail 


ing duty equivalent to | 
the amount of the bounty. By this Bill | 











Convention. 136 
powers are taken only to prohibit, but 
not to countervail ; and therefore in the 
future bounty-fed sugar will stand in 
exactly the same position as some other 
articles do now—such, for instance, as 
foreign prison-made goods, books which 
infringe our copyrights, or cattle which 
come from countries where there is 
disease. I do not think any advantage 
would be gained now by going in detail 
into the provisions of this Bill. They 
are short and are contained in two 
clauses, but I will refer to only three 
points. Powers are taken to demand 
proof of origin in regard to all sugar 
imported; in the next place, sugar- 
refining is to be carried on in bond ; 
and, thirdly, the expenses of the 
permanent Commission are to be met 
out of moneys supplied by Parliament. 
No doubt the principles involved in the 
Bill will be fully discussed, but I doubt 
if many new arguments will be intro- 
duced into the discussion. There is one 
consideration which lies at the very root 
of the whole matter. Last November 
the President of the Board of Trade 
quoted some words of Mr. Gladstone's, 
and I think they are worthy to be 
quoted again— 

‘“We do not regard with any satisfaction a 
system under which an artificial advantage 


is given in our markets to the products of 
foreign nations. Some people—” 


Hon. Gentlemen opposite are some ot 
those people— 

‘‘say it is a good thing, because the con- 
sumer gets the benefit ; but [ do not think that 
any benetit founded on inequality and injustice 
can bring good even tu the consumer.” 

I ask the House why is it that 
not only Mr. Gladstone but all the 
economists maintain that bounties are 
quite as bad for the country which 
receive as for the country which grant 
them? The reason is not difficult to 
find. The advantages of bounties, in 
the way of greater cheapness, are 
obvious ; the disadvantages, though not 
less real, are not quite so obvious, and 
no one can tell how greatly a country 
suffers. I ask the House to consider the 
position of the sugar industry. If at 


' the outset our markets had been closed 


to bounty-fed sugar, there is no reason 
to suppose that the consumption cof 
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sugar would not have increased as it 
has increased now, and as the consump- 
tion of tea has increased, But if that 
consumption had increased under natural 
conditions it would have been met by 
increased supplies. What would this 
have meant to this country? Our 
machine shops would have turned out 
more material, our workmen would have 
been employed in producing the sugar 
machinery which would have been 
required, our manufacturers would have 
furnished more material, our workmen 
would have produced the immense 
supplies required, more ships would have 
been engaged in carrying supplies and 
our workmen would have been employed 
in building the ships which the great 
increase of trade would have necessitated. 
There has been a great increase of 
trade on account of the beetroot sugar 
industry, but that is a trade in which 
this country has almost had no share 
whatever. No one can doubt that the 
absence which this immense trade has 
made to our country represénts a 
loss infinitely greater than any slight 
advantage which has been gained by 
the comparative cheapness of sugar. 
The object of the Bill is to turn the 
sugar industry again into its natural 
channel, and at thesame time to prevent 
the complete destruction of what has 
been in the past and will be again one of 
the most important industries in the 
sritish Empire. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘“‘ That leave be given to bring in a Bill 
to make provision for giving effect to a 
Convention signed on the fifth day of 
March, nineteen hundred and two, in 
relation to Sugar.” —(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


*Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) was sure 
that the House generally regretted ex- 
tremely the absence of the President of 
the Board of ‘Trade, and the cause of 
that absence. He thought every one 
would agree that the hon. Member who 
had just spoken occupied a very appro- 
priate position in introducing that Bill. 
He had made himself the apostle of pro- 
tection, and the measure, though most 
simple in its character, would be found 
to embody one of the worst systems of 
protection ever advocated in this country. 
The Brussels Convention was an agree- 
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ment entered into by five Powers— 
Germany, Austria, France, Holland and 
Belgium—which were sugar-producing 
and exporting countries. Great Britain, 
however, was not a sugar-producing 
country—it consumed sugar, and the 
simple object of the Convention was to 
raise the price of sugar. The plan of the 
Bill meant the prohibition of imports. 
The House must have listened to the 
hon. Member’s speech with the utmost 
amazement. In the only debate they 
had had on the Convention Ministers 
devoted their speeches to a justification 
of the imposition of countervailing 
duties. The President of the Board of 
Trade, the Colonial Secretary, and the 
Prime Minister, in answer to many Ques- 
tions put by the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn, all had defended that method. 
But in this Bill that idea was 
dropped --a notable triumph for the 
Opposition, which had declared that such 
duties would be illegal and impossible. 
This was the most extraordinary re- 
treat on the part of the Government 
since the London Education Bill was 
under discussion. But an even worse 
principle than countervailing duties 
was introduced into this Bill—the 
principle of the prohibition of imports. 
Let the House realise what that meant 
to this country. There were fourteen 
great countries, including Russia, Den- 
mark, Egypt, the United States, the 
Argentine Republic, Peru, Chili, and the 
Danish and Dutch colonies—all outside 
the Convention, which last year sent 
us sugar amounting to 2,000,000 ewt. ; 
but at the bidding of a foreign Com- 
mission in Brussels we were to close 
our ports to these imports. The country 
had in past times experience of closing 
our ports. But under the old Corn Laws 
this was done to protect our own people 
and an important British industry—the 
production of corn. The new principle of 
protection adopted by the Government 
was to prevent us from receiving an 











| article which we did not and could not 
| produce at home, with the result that 
ithe whole of the benefit of the new 
| policy would accrue to neighbouring 
| Continental nations. It was the habit 
of hon. Members opposite to quote Mr. 
,|Gladstone and Mr. Cobden on such 
subjects. But they did not want to hear 
from the Government’any more of these 
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names. These Statesmen were no longer 
here; the present generation had to 
fight its own battles as best it could 
without them; and they wanted to 
know from the Government the exact 
way in which the provisions of the Bill 
would be enforced. Some explanations 
had been given, and they sounded very 
strange to the House. Certificates ot 
origin, punishments for fraud and forgery, 
the placing of manufactories in bond, 
under Government supervision by night 
and by day—these were the old weapons 
taken out of the medixval prison ot 
protection and brought into use in this 
country once more to strike a deadly 
blow at manufactures which had grown 
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up in the last twenty or thirty years, 
and to lay heavy burdens on the people. 
A formidable opposition would be offered 
to the Bill at every stage, and he firmly 
believed that the opposition to it would 
be supported by a vast majority of the 
people. 


And, the Motion being opposed, after 
a brief explanatory statement from the 
Member who made the Motion and from 
a Member who opposed it, Mr. Speaker 
put the Question in pursuance of Stand- 
ing Order No. 11. 

The 142; 


Noes, 82. 


House divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 111.) 


AYES. 


Aguew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh OU. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.SirH. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(.Wanch’r 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (NV. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn..JA( Wore 
Chaplin, Right Hon. Henry 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos H. A. E. | 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Celomb,SirJohnC barles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett. T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Lord 

Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar, Sir T. R.(7’r. Hami’ts | 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 


Knowles, Lees 


Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ( Wane’r 
Fiach, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS( Warwick, S.W. | 
Fyler, John Arthur 

Gibbs,Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) | 





Gordon, Maj. Evans( 7/7. H’ml'ts | 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Widd'’« | 
Hardly, Laurence (Kent, Ashf'd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 
Heath, James(Stajords. N. IW.) | 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Howard, J. (Midd... L'ottham | 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Kenyon, Hn. GeorgeT. (Denbigh 


Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Law,Andrew Bonar ((/dasqow) 
| Lawrence,SirJoseph( Monii'th) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
| Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
| Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long,Col.CharlesW. (Evesham 
| Long, RtHn Walter( Lristol,S. ) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowes/oft) 
, Macdona, John Cumming 
| Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Durning-Lawrence. Sir Edwin | Maconochie, A. W. _ 
M‘kKillop, James (Stir/ingshire) 
| Maxwell, W.JH( Dumfriesshire 
Middlemore,.J ohnThrogmorton 
Milvain, Thomas 
Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
More,Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) | Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murray,RtHn. A.Graham( Bute | 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath | 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
| O’Malley, William 
| Percy, Earl 
| Pierpoint, Robert 
| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 
| Purvis, Robert 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
| Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
| Ratcliff, R. F. 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
| Ridley, Hov.M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde (Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
| Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith,JamesParker( Lanarks) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskir/. 
Stanley, Lord (Laves.) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J5.G.(O2fd Univ. 
Taylor, Austin (Lust Tovrteth) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Votts) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse. Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor,Henry Wilson 





| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr, Anstruther. 


Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn | Nolan, Joseph (Louth, S.) 


Mr. Lough. 
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Allen,CharlesP.(Gluuc.,Stroud 
Asher, Alexander 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Craig, Robert Hunter(Lunark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Cust, Henry John C. 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 
Fvans,SirFrancisH( Maidstone 
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NOES. 


Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gladstone, Kt, Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gore, Hn. S. F.Ormsby- (Zinc 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
pm Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William(Carnarv nshire 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lawson, SirWilfrid(Cornwal/) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leng, Sir John 

Lloyd-George, David 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. Jas. (Ken?) 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 
Palmer,SirCharles M( Durham 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 


Perks, Robert William 
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Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Stevenson, Francis §. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clachinanne) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, £. PR.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifaz) 
Williams, O. (Merioneth) 

W oodhouse, SirJ T( Huddersf J 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Lough and Mr. Gibson 
Bowles. 








Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Gerald Balfour and Mr. Bonar Law. 


SUGAR CONVENTION BILL. 

“To make provision for giving effect 
toa Convention signed on the 5th day 
of March, 1902, in relation to Sugar,” 
presented accordingly, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday 8th June, and to be printed. 
(Bill 230.) 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (SUPPLY). 

Ordered, That the Motion for the 
adjournment of the House for Whitsun- 
tide have precedence this day of the 
Business of Supply.—(M/r. 4. J. Balfour.) 


ADJOURNMENT (WHITSUNTIDE). 

THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHe TREASURY (Sir A. 
AcLAND-Hoop, Somersetshire, Welling- 
ton) formally moved “ That this House do 
now adjourn until Monday, 8th June.” 


FISCAL POLICY OF THE COUNTRY. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): It is, I think, im- 
possible for the House to adjourn for the 
recess without some consideration of the 
topics which have recently been intro- 
duced as electoral topics for the con- 





sideration of the country on behalf of the 
Administration. They constitute a change 
in our fiseal policy, and indeed in 
the whole policy of this country, which is 
revolutionary and opposed to all the 
traditions and opinions of the overwhelm- 
ing majority of this House, including, I 
believe, a majority of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. That, surely, is a matter for 
the consideration of the House which 
ought not to be delayed. Many hon. 
Members would have taken an even 
earlier opportunity of bringing these 
topics to the attention of the House had 
it not been known that this opportunity 
would occur to-day. But that the House 
should wait until the discussion of the 
Finance Bill, which might not provide so 
good an opportunity for eliciting the 
exact position in which we stand, seems 
to me to be impossible under the cir- 
cumstances. The declarations to which 
I allude are contained notably in three 
different speeches. I may have to mention 
speeches by the First Lord of the Treasury 
and the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board ; but the speeches to which I 
wish particularly to direct the attention 
of the House are a speech on the 15th 
inst., a very few important words in a 
speech delivered in this House on Friday, 
and a speech on Saturday by the Parlia- 
mentary Secretary to the Board of Trade. 
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These three speeches form a series. I | 
believe hon. Members who have watched | 
the speeches of the Colonial Secretary 
for years did not think that the first 
of these speeches carried matters much 
farther than he carried them some 
years ago. Yet, that speech, read in the 
light of the subsequent speech of the 


right hon. Gentleman in this House, and | 


the direct statement of the Secretary to 
the Board of Trade, receives a momentous 
importance, an electoral bearing, a bear- 
ing on the policy of the Government as a 
whole, which forces it on the attention 
of the House. In the second speech of 
the Colonial Secretary in this House, he 
dotted the i’s of his first speech, because 
he stated that the enormous sum of 
money required for old-age pensions 
could not be supplied except by one 
means, and that means was a duty on 
the foreign imports of this country. I 
think the right hon. Gentleman will not 
deny that he pointed to a duty on food 
and raw materials. I cannot for the life 
of me see how, unless a duty is laid on 
food and raw materials, he can find from 
our foreign imports the amount of money 
he requires. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I shall have to ex- 
plain at some length to the House. All 
I ask the right hon. Baronet for the 
moment is not to quote me as committed 
to this, that, or any other proposition. 
Perhaps, I have not made myself clear. 
I have not the slightest objection to the 
right hon. Baronet quoting to any extent 
he likes ; but he must not appeal to me 
to agree with his quotations. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: The main 
words of the right hon. Gentleman's 
speech in the House were that the vast 
sum of money required for old-age 
pensions was to be provided by a review 
of our fiscal system. My contention— 
which I will not father on the right hon. 
Gentleman—is that it is impossible to 
find that amount of money without 
imposing a duty on food and raw 
materials. Almost all the imports 
of this country consist of food and 
raw materials, or half manufactured 
materials, which, although they come 
in as manufactured goods, are in fact raw 
miterial, 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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I need only allude to the boot | 
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and shoe trade, which lives on leather 
manufactured abroad, but which in fact is 
raw material. That the Colonial Secre- 
tary was thinking of some system of the 
kind is shown by his words in another 
speech, and in a letter in which he said 
that, in his belief, the working classes 
would submit to a considerable increase 
in the cost of living provided they got 
increased wages. Surely, that pointed to 
a duty on food and raw materials, not 
to a duty on luxuries. The speech 
of the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade took these speeches entirely out 
of the category of personal utterances 
or speeches only suggesting a policy 
for the distant future. The Secretary to 
the Board of Trade stated, as though by 
authority, that these speeches were con- 
certed by the Government. The matter 
is one of first-class importance ; and if the 
result of this debate is to prove that the 
impression which I have stated was 
incorrect, the debate will not be without 
What the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade said was that the speakers 
struck the same note ; that they struck it 
in complete harmony ; and that he might 
say, what was the actual fact, that the 
policy expressed in these speeches was 
the policy which was arranged between 
the Statesmen who uttered it. I leave 
the House to draw its own conclusions. 
No doubt the Government will speak 
through authorised exponents of their 
views in this debate. These words were 
very clear, and very strong; and the 
importance which the first speech of the 
Colonial Secretary has assumed, rests on 
a belief, formed in our minds, and sup- 
ported by all ordinary sources of infor- 
mation, which has not astonished us moye 
than it has astonished a large number of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite. 


The hon. Members who have spoken on 
this subject and who have adopted the 
policy of the Colonial Secretary do not, I 
think, include the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. I heard 
with deep concern that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had been called away to 
Aberdeen, where I know he had a very 
pressing engagement, but I see he has 
not kept it. [ am very glad the right 
hon. Gentleman is here, because, when the 
Secretary of the Board of Trade, in the 
regrettable illness of the President of the 
Board of Trade, speaks as he did at 
Chester, it is clear that we ought to 
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ascertain, as early as possible, whether he 
speaks with the authority of the Financial 
Department of the Government which is 
specially concerned, if not with the 
authority of the Government as a whole. 
This matter is not one in which it is 
possible for any individual Minister to 
assume the assent of his colleagues in 
so startling a change of policy as this of 
the Colonial Secretary, unless it has been 
before the Cabinet as a whole, but to 
judge from the words used by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer when he proposed the repeal 
of the corn tax, the feeling in the 
Cabinet falls altogether short of the 
thorough agreement which has been 
alluded to on the policy which has now 
been revealed. The Government were 
parties to certain early stages of this 
policy. The Cabinet was a party to the 
Colonial Conferences of 1897 and 1902. 
The policy of those Conferences ought to 


have been discussed by this House, but it | 
never was properly discussed, and one | 


reason for raising this matter now is 


been discussed heretofore. 
as a whole is a dangerous policy ; it was 


entering into a career which might or | } ; c g | 
their heresies, knows that this is their 


might not lead to the difficulties in which 
we now find ourselves. The basis of 
those Conferences was virtually the same. 
Those Conferences were called to consider 
defence contribution from the colonies, 


and after that the preference to 
be given by the colonies to 
the mother country. There was 
nothing about preference by us, 


and there is a very great distinction 
between the twothings. | will not dwell 
upon it. I will merely state it in the 
words used by Professor Davidson of the 
Universityof New Brunswick, in his book, 
which is the best ever written on the 
subject. He is a Canadian advocate of 
preferential duties, but in his book he 
distinctly states that it is not possible 
for us to adopt preferential duties, that 
the disturbance in our trade will be so 
vast and overwhelming that the colonies 
must not expect that we should follow 
them. He also points out—and this is 
material—thatit is easy for a protectionist 
colony to give preferential duties by 
raising the protectionist duties against the 
world and then lowering them again as 
against the mother country. The Conier- 
ence, irom the contribution point of view, 
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| tectionist, used these words. 
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was a fiasco; it did not produce the con- 
tribution which had been expected. 
Putting aside what has been alleged, 
that Australia has increased her naval 
contribution, and it must be borne in 
mind that that increase will be very 
small under the new conditions, which 
are the old conditions with worse new 
ones attached, the Conference of 1902, 
trom the point of view of the defence 
contribution, was a fiasco, but the 
Conference of 1897 did produce the 
adoption by Canada of preferential 
duties in our favour. What was the 


statement of the right hon. Gentleman 


who seemed willing, as perhaps the 
Government were also willing, to give 
up our principles without obtaining a 
contribution, as to the effect of these 
preferential duties? In the report of 
the Colonial Conference he said the rate 
of increase under the preferential 
tariff was actually less than under 
the general tariff and under the free 
tariff. That was a pretty admission. 


the very fact that this policv has not The Secretary to the Board of Trade, 


That policy | W : 
| Government, and who is always turned 


who is the professional economist of the 
on to givea sort of economic gloss tu 


weak point, and he tackled it courage- 
ously in the speech at Chester. The 
hon. Gentleman, who is a Canadian pro- 


He said— 


‘*He had carefully examined the figures, 
and he was well within the mark in saying 
that we did at least 20 per cent. more trade 
with Canada now than we would have done 
if that preference had not been granted.” 


That conflicts very strongly with the 
words of the Secretary of State. 
The Secretary of State gave tlie 
case away but the Under Secretary 
of State defended it. Now, it will be 
observed that the hon. Gentleman used 
a hypothesis in defending this policy. 
Indeed, he used the very language, and 
probably the figures too, of the Canadian 
Memoranduin, which did not prevail 
with the Department which he repre- 
sents. The Board of Trade Memo- 
randum, on the other hand, stated that 
the comparison failed to show any marked 
effect of the preferential tariff in stimu- 
lating trade between the British Empire 
and the Dominion. I much regret the 
absence of the President of the Board of 
Trade, but Ido think in the absence of 
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the right hon. Gentleman we ought to | 
have some statement from the Chancellor | 
of the Exchequer, or some member of | 
the Ministry, as to what is the Board of | 
Trade’s present view of the subject, and | 
whether we are justified in assuming 
that they adhere to the Memorandum 
which they laid before the Colonial Con- 
ference. 

Now let us look at the policy which 
is to be placed before the people on | 
the dissolution. ‘The policy now pro-| 
posed by the Secretary for the Colonies 
appears to be to raise a large income | 
from duties on foreign imports, which 
in order to be large must include duties 
on food and raw materials. The Secre- 
tary to the Board of Trade does not 
admit that; he cautiously stated at 
Chester that there were difficulties about 
tood and raw materials. I should cer- 
tainly think there were, but surely it is 
time, when this policy is to be acclaimed 
trom half the platforms in the country, 
that we should know where we stand 
on the question whether the millions 
which are to be claimed for the 
purpose of old-age pensions are to 
be got out of duties upon food. The, 
hon. Member the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade is Member for Glasgow, 
and I feel for him. No doubt he does ! 
not want to offend powerful colleagues 
by one declaration or his constituents 
by the other, and he cannot be taken to 
mean anything further than his words 
suggest, and with regard to raw material 
he tried to meet the difficulty by sug- 
gesting a tax with the adoption of the 
principle of rebates. That would be a | 
pretty job for this country with our 
gigantic industries, using raw materials 
part of which are foreign and part colonial. 
How the rebate is to be allowed I 
cannot conceive, but if we are to be 
drawn into this policy this question must 
be asked at once. I remember a des- 
patch once laid before this House by a 
distinguished Secretary of State which 
related a conversation between himself | 
and the French Ambassador on the ques- | 
tion of free trade. The French 
Ambassador got very angry because he 
was looked upon as a_ protectionist, 
and declared that he was a life-long free- 
trader. “Yes, I know,” said the Secre- 
tary of State, “but I have never for the 
life of me been able to understand the 
difference between a French free-trader 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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and a British protectionist.” The House 
can apply that resemblance here. Right 
hon. gentlemen think they are free- 
traders, but there are tests with regard 
to free trade, and they do not come up 
to those tests. The Parliamentary Secre- 
tary to the Board of Trade shook his head 
on being accused of being a protectionist, 


,and used these words: Alluding to the 


Secretary of State for the Colonies he 
said the right hon. Gentleman was a free- 
trader ; then he said he— 


“ Also believed in free trade, or at least he 
thought he believed in it.” 


Mr. BONAR LAW: It depends on 


the definition of free trade. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: No doubt. 
The hon. Gentleman went on to give not 
a definition but an explanation, and this 
is the explanation. “ He wished them to 
remember that in the early days of the 
last century our commercial supremacy 
was infinitely greater than it ever had been 
since.” The hon. Gentleman evidently 
regretted the good old times. That 
was in the days “when free trade had 
not been thought of.” I confess it had 
never previously entered my head that 
anyone could regret “the early times of 
the last century.” The hon. Member 
could not mean that he regretted the 
days of the Great War, and therefore he 
must refer to the period between 1819 
and 1831, 


Mr. BONARLAW: At the beginning 
of the century. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: He regrets 
the Great War! I do not know whether 
the old country party opposition would 
go so far as to regret the absence of the 
prices which obtained during the Great 
War. You have to take into considera- 
tion the causes by which those prices 
were produced. It never entered my 
mind that people would regret the early 
part of that century, when even the 
loyalty of the working classes, which in 
all periods of trial in English history has 
been so extraordinary, was shaken to 
the point of rick-burning, bread riots, 
and other horrors. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): There were no duties, except a 
very nominal tax, on any breadstuffs 
at all, 


Pea 
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the war did the duty of a tax in keeping 
goods out. But it is not my argument ; | 
it is the argument of the Secretary to 
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the Board of Trade; he regrets those 


days. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: I must really 
interrupt the right hon. Baronet. 
says I regret the particular set of circum- 
stances which obtained at the beginning | 


of the Country. 150: 
years standing. The late Archbishop of 
Canterbury began by being suspected of 
heresy, and the whole of his clergy rose 
in arms against him on his elevation to 
the Episcopate, but he ended by being a 
pillar of orthodoxy in the Church. And 


| so with the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


He | 


of the last century. What I did say was | 


an undoubted historical fact, that our | 
trade supremacy was greater then than | 
it has been ever since free trade was | 


adopted. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE: But cireum- 


stances which had nothing to do with 
his argument at the moment require 
consideration. It was a time when our 


ships had swept the sea, and the one | 
neutral power in the world had been so | 


bullied by us that she was obliged to go to 
war with us. But thisis a test of free 
trade, and I should like to ask any 
defender of this policy whether that test is 
here possible or not. When dealing with 
cotton duties in India and Egypt we 
have insisted that there should 


State, 


be an | 


excise exactly corresponding to the duties | 


imposed. 
about that in this case. Unless that 
policy is applied, pure protection must be 
the result of the duties. We ought to 
know at once where we stand on this 
subject. We are told there is con- 
currence amongst the leading members 
of the Government in the statements 
which have been made pointing to large 
duties on foreign imports, but those 
statements are hardly consistent with 
the action of the Government—and 
actions speak louder than words—in 
repealing the Corn Tax. The Corn Tax 
was repealed by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in language which was 
guarded, no doubt, and intended to cover | 
the views of two sets of colleagues who | 
perhaps did not agree among themselves, | 
but which nevertheless was free trade | 
and not protectionist. The Chancellor | 
of the Exchequer is the guardian of the | 


We have not heard a word | 


We take him joyfully to our arms, and, as 
he is regarded in Threadneedle Street as a 
safe man, let him give us safety here. Ido 
not wish to hold the First Lord too closely 
to what was perhaps an innocent slip 
when he spoke of the Corn Duty as 1 


bread tax. 
Me. A. J. BALFOUR: It was a slip. 
Sir CHARLES DILKE: It was a 
slip? We maintain that it is a bread 


tax, and if this is a well considered 
policy, wild though we think it, it is a 
policy which rests essentially upon the 
taxation of food and raw materials. 

The speech of the Secretary of 
in the light of subsequent 
utterances, must be regarded as the 
foundation of this policy, and its argu- 
ments are well worth consideration in 
this House. The right hon. Gentleman 
began, of course, by abusing the Man- 
chester School. He said the Manchester 
School wasdead, but he went on to say that 
if Cobden had been alive he would have 
been found on his platform. I venture 
to think that had Cobden been in favour 


of this policy it would have been only 


because he had lived to an excessive age 
and softening of the brain had set in. 
The right hon. Gentleman went on to 
attack the “dangerous policy of Home 
Rule,” which has some connection with 
this subject, but not much. It reminds 
us of the fact that all the great white 
colonies of which the right hon. Gentle- 
man was speaking are in favour of 
Home Rule. So that in advocating 
federal union with these white colonies, 
the right hon. Gentleman is in this 
curious position: he is in favour of 
federal union and against Home Rule, 
while the white colonies are in favour of 
Home Rule, and Australia is entirely 
opposed to the policy of federal union. 


great commercial interests of the country;| The Colonial Secretary declared that 


ie is regarded as a safe man. 


It is true | the whole of this policy was new, and 


he has a “past” concerning a certain|that it had to be taken up suddenly 
heresy on this subject, but I am glad to| because there had arisen a condition of 
welcome him as a convert of many | affairs entirely different from anything 
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which had ever before existed in the 
history of the British Empire. His words 
‘were— 

“This idea of common responsibility is alto- 
gether a new one.” 


That is an amazing statement to come 
from anyone learned in the history of 
our colonies, especially from the States- 
man at the head of the Colonial Office. 
The doctrine of common responsibility 
between ourselves and our colonies was 
fully recognised in the foundation of all 
the great colonies. It was expressly 
recognised in the time of Cromwell, when 
@ proportionately larger force of colonial 
militia followed the British flag in 
foreign wars than even in the late war. 
It was recognised by Washington, and 
at the time of the siege of Louisburg,— 
indeed, throughout the 18th century, 
and it was only brought to an end, as far 
as the American colonies were concerned, 
by the tactless and rash haste with 
which we interfered with the fabric that 
had slowly been built up. The Colonial 
Secretary said the Empire itself is new. 
Why, the doctrine of the Imperial 
character of the British Crown is as old 
as the Monarchy! It has been asserted 
over and over again in the laws of the 
country ; it had to do with the Reforma- 
tion, and it was expressly recognised 
throughout Tudor times. That state- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman led 
up to an astounding omission from the 
speech, upon which I comment because 
it is an omission from the entire policy 
which robs it of all claim to be con- 
sidered as a truly Imperial policy. The 
Colonial Secretary said— 

“T am not going to speak to-night of those 


hundreds of millions of our Indian and native 
fellow subjects.’ 


In the British Empire and her pro- 
tectorates there are 400,000,000 people, 
300,000,000 of whom are in India, 
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of that speech there was not the vestige 
of a suggestion as to how the enormous 
Indian problem is to be faced. If the 
right hon. Gentleman. instead of being 
Colonial Secretary for so Jong, had had a 
term of office as Secretary of State for 


| India, and had approached this question 


| India to see that that is so. 


but the Colonial Secretary said he would | 
deal only with the “10,000,000 of our | 


white fellow subjects in the self-governing 


colonies,’ who, with the 40,000,000 here, | 


make 50,000,000 out of 400,000,000. 
The remaining 350,000,000 he shut out 
not only of his speech, which would not 
have been of much importance, but of 


the whole policy which is now being | 


developed as regards the trade, finance, 
and future of the Empire. In the whole 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


from that side, I am sure he would have 
looked at it in a different way, and he 
would have tried to shape his policy to 
meet the difficulties of the case. When 
dealing with the fiscal policy of this 
country there ought always to be present 
to our minds the fact that India pays her 
share of the cost of running the Empire, 
while others do not. You have only to 
contrast what is paid per head in Ceylon 
with what is paid per head in Southern 
India has 
every claim to consideration, and our 
responsibility towards her is greater than 
to the self-governing colonies The 
Colonial Secretary said that if this matter 
had been taken in time— 

“We might have laid the foundations of an 

Imperial edifice.” 
Franklin tried it, and why did his 
plan of federal union fail? In a 
letter in 1767, Franklin said it was be- 
cause the colonies were indifferent, but 
the real fact was that New England was 
opposed to it, as Australia is opposed to 
it now. It is dangerous in the highest 
degree to attempt to force federal union 
on the colonies as long as you have the 
notorious fact before you that Australia 
is opposed to any such system. There 
was a debate on this subject on 3rd 
April, 1900, when the Colonial Secre- 
tary said that we should make no sug- 
gestions of our own upon a subject so 
extraordinarily delicate and dangerous. 
We must wait for suggestions from the 
colonies. 

He was against all rash dealings with 
the question, but now he says it must 
be taken up at once. In the speech of. 
the 15th he said— 

‘* Unless trade is dealt with. . 
believe in a continued union.” 

But there isa link of Empire which 
was not mentioned in that speech. 


. Ldo not 


| Federal union is put out of the question 
by the opposition of Australia, but the 


link to which I refer is strong in 
Australia. Ifthat link is all that is re- 
quired by the colonies you may very 
well leave well alone in that respect. 
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The right hon. Gentleman says we 
ought to tempt the colonies into federal 
union by a trade preference. That is 
not a new policy. Trade preference has 
been tried before. Some of us still 
remember the last examples of trade 
preference. Trade preference was a 
gross, gigantic, and admitted failure. I 
would refer hon. Members to what Adam 
Smith says on the doctrine of trade 
preference, and the reason it was swept 
away by an indignant country. The 
Colonial Secretary believes that Aus- 
tralia is coming into line with Canada in 
this matter, and he said— 
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“Australia has accepted the _ prin- 
ciple... . and pledged themselves to re- 
commend a substantial preference in favour 
of the goods of the Mother country.” 


That isan exaggeration. What the repre- 


sentatives of Australia pledged themselves , 


to was a general resolution in favour of a 
preference “not yet defined as to nature 
or extent.” Yesterday the Commonwealth 
Parliament was opened by Lord Tennyson, 
and he declared, in the name of the 
Commonwealth Ministry, that while they 
had agreed to these general words they 
were not in a position to make any pro- 
posal to Parliament upon the subject. 
That fact seems to me_ conclusively 
to show that it was most unwise and 
rash, unless done for electoral reasons, 
to raise this question at the present 
time. 
by such duties, has anyone considered 
and thought out how they are to be 
tempted? Take the Australian colonies. 
They send us wool and they have 
«a monoply of the best wool in the 
world. They send us half our wool 
supply, which is the greatest export of 
Australia. 
an equal quantity of wool from other por- 


tions of the world and largely from South | 


America. 


Under these circumstances, I cannot con- 
ceive how any such proposal will benefit 
the Australian colonies. On the other 
hand, there is the beef trade. I doubt 
whether any such proposal in the long run 
would allow Australia to compete with the 


producers of South America ; therefore you | 


are to tax the whole of the enormous 
imports of beef, consumed largely by 
the miners and the navvies of this country, 
which comes almost exclusively from 
South America and through Holland from 
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If we are to tempt the colonies | 


It is well known that we buy | 


We mix a portion of that wool | 
and export it to all parts of the world. | 
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the south of Europe. The Secretary of 
State for the Colonies, on a former 
oceasion, faced all these difficulties him- 
self. He faced themin the speech made 
on the 3rd of April, 1900, and he 
declared them to be insuperable. What 
has happened since that time? On 
the 3rd of April, 1900, the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies said— 
‘* He had never proposed a Zollverein.” 


He said— 


“It was one of those recurring mistakes of 
which I am so largely the victim.” 
and he also made this curious state- 
ment, that all that he had done was to 
follow Lord Ripon—a curious leader to 
follow, for a Minister holding views 
such as those which are entertained by 
the Secretary for the Colonies. Pro- 
ceeding, the right hon. Gentleman said— 
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“Tf there is to be any kind of fiscal arrange- 
ment with the Colonies, the only form which [ 
myself think would be viewed with the slightest 
favour in this country would be that of an 
Imperial Zollverein, in which there should be 
free trade between the whole Empire.” 


Therefore this proposal is an impossible 
one. In the first place, Australia will not 
‘look at it. Protection in Australia is 
directed against our manufactures and 
against India—it is directed against the 
cheap labour of India. I agree that if 
there was the slightest probability of 
this country being willing to consider 
any system of this kind it would be an 
Imperial Zollverein, but that would 
hamper our trade to a degree which few 
‘people have considered. Nothing else 
has the slightest chance of being con- 
sidered. The people of this country are 
not going to raise the price of their food or 
put an end to their Most-Favoured-Nation 
treaties. The people of this country are 
not going to permit a monstrous in- 
justice to be done to the people of India 
'which this suggested policy would in- 
volve. 

In conclusion, I wish to ask the 
House to consider for the moment how 
any such system would operate upon our 
trade. Take the case of America. We 
send on an average to North and 
South America £50,000,000 worth of 
British and Irish produce and manu- 
factures, and we send a still larger 
amount of other things which we buy 
and sell. We send in an average year 
£20,000,000 worth of British and Irish 
| produce and manufactures to the United 
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States, £22,000,000 to the Latin Re- 
publics, and £8,000,000 to our colonies. 
What do we receive in return? We 
receive the whole of our cotton. We 
receive also an enormous amount of 
grain, beef, and most of our mineral 
oils. We also receive an enormous 
proportion of half-manufactured goods 
used in our manufactures, such as the 
leather used in our boot and shoe trade. 
Therefore the articles mainly affected 
would be firstly cotton, and after that 
mainly food. Take the case of cotton. 
By interfering with our trade with 
America we are jeopardising our exports 
of £42,000,000, which is more under 
British influence and more under the 
influence of British capital than even 
our colonial trade. It isa curious fact 
that we supply many of the South 
American States in a higher degree than 
Canada, and we send five times more 
per headof manufactures and produce 
there than we do to our own colonies. Are 
we to interfere with such a trade? Are 
we to tax cotton, and if not why not? 
You may say that we do not grow 
cotton in the British Empire, but we do. 
I do not know whether Egypt is to be 
dealt with as a portion of the Empire. 
As my hon. friends from Manchester 
well know, we are getting cotton 
from West Africa, Queensland, Fiji and 
India. ‘These attempts to produce cotton 
within the British Empire are increasing, 
but up tothe present time we are pro- 
ducing only a mere fraction of the total 
amount required. Are you going to tax 
all our cotton for the benefit of the 
colonial producers? Are we to tax the 
food, the raw material and the _half- 
manufactured goods? I am convinced 
that this policy has not been thought 
out, and whenit is clearly put before 
the people of this country it will be as 
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universally condemned as it was inthe! 


time of our grandfathers. 


*THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 


Ba.Four, Manchester, E.) : I do not know | 


that there is very much that I can 
sympathise with in the speech we have 
just listened to, but at least I agree with 
the right hon. Baronet that the present is 
a more convenient occasion for raising this 
discussion than the Second Reading of 
the Budget, with which the great topics 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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brought by the right hon. Gentleman 
before the attention of the House 
have nothing to do. For my own part 
I rejoice that this question—if it is to 
be discussed at all—should be discussed 
at a moment in which we may leave 
altogether on one side the scheme of 
the Government for dealing with this 
year's finances. 

There was one word which recurred at 
brief intervals throughout the right hon. 
Baronet’s speech, the word ‘‘ heresy,” 
which | think is not advisedly introduced 
when we are dealing with scientific and 
political questions ot the kind raised this 
afternoon. It indicates a tendency to 
go back toauthority and formule which, 
at all events in the region of political 
economy, were originally used in condi- 
tions of society and of trade very different 
from those which now prevail, and whose 
modern use would certainly not be 
authorised by those who originally 
devised them. I would beg the House, 
in dealing with a problem which is 
essentially novel, not to wave the flags, 
now somewhat ragged and moth-eaten. 
which, either on the protectionist or free 
trade side, saw 3ervice under our fathers 


of the Country. 


|and grandfathers in the great battles 


fought fifty or sixty years ago. 

The right hon. Baronet, in part of his 
speech, endeavoured to discuss in a 
serious spirit the very difficult problems 
in which we are now engaged. One 
part, however, was devoted to a less 
elevated object, and was intended ap- 
parently to make mischief between my 
right hon. friend the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies and myself. In that 
amiable intention | think the right hon. 
Gentleman will fail. May I ask the right 
hon. Baronet himself what course he 
thinks my right hon. friend the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies ought to have 
pursued in this connection after what 
oecurred at the Colonial Conference last 
year? The Colonial Prime Ministers 
when‘ in this country were asked to 
confer with the Secretary of State and 
with other high officers of the Govern- 
ment upon questions material to the 
Empire asa whole. The result of their 
labours is embodied ina Blue-book, wiere 
the following expression of opinion wiil 
be found— 


“That this Conference recognises that the 
principle of preferential trade between the 
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United Kingdom and His Majesty’s Dominions 
beyond the seas would stimulate and facilitate 
mutual intercourse, and would, by promoting 
the development of the resources and industries 
of the several parts, strengthen the Empire.” 
Now I want to know whether, in the 
opinion of the right hon. Baronet, or in 
the opinion of the House at large, my 
right hon. friend who summoned that 
Conference, whose personal influence and 
whose personal genius has done so much 
to stimulate the feeling of common citizen- 
ship in all parts of the Empire—whether 
the right hon. Baronet or any other 
critic of my right hon. friend thinks 
that he ought to have allowed that 
Resolution of the Prime Ministers to sleep 
in the pages of a Blue-book, or whether 
he was not bound to raise the subject for 
the discussion and for the decision, not 
merely of the people of this country, but 
of the citizens of the Empire. I do not 
see that what my hon. friend has done 
withcharacteristicforceandcharacteristic 
eloquence—can be the subject of com- 
plaint. What he has done he could not 
but do; and if in doing it he has greatly 
stirred the public interest. surely this 
is small blame to him. 

Turning now from the more personal 
aspects of the question, I should like to 
ask the House to take a rather wider, 
and certainly a less polemic, view of the 
present economic position of the country 
than has been taken by the right hon. 
Baronet, or by, so far as I know, any of 
those who have hitherto taken part in 
this controversy. The right hon. 
Baronet has been constantly referring to 
the old free trade doctrines and has been 
constantly repeating the old free trade 
formulas. These doctrines and formu- 
las were, in my judgment, sufficiently; 
accurate within the limits of space and 
time to which they refer. But I would 
remind the House that the position of 
these Islands is now entirely different, 
not only from what it actually was in 
1846, but, which is more important, is 
entirely different from what all the 
leading free-traders of that day supposed 
it was going to be. They prophesied 
that our example would induce the 
whole world to adopt a free trade 
policy, that this country would find 
itself a free trade nation among free 
trade nations, and they deduced from 
these premises conclusions with which 
I entirely agree. But then their prophe- 
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cies, unfortunately, were wrong. There 
is in the whole world not one civilised free 
trade community, so far as I know, 
except ourselves. That may be a sur- 
prising result,and I am not going to 
examine how it came about, but it is 
the fact ; and what is more, I donot think 
that any observer of contemporary 
tendencies would suggest for one 
instant that the policy in which every 
civilised community- -including our own 
self-governing colonies—has thus em- 
barked, is a policy which they have 
shown the smallest 


inclination to 
reverse. We therefore have to look 
forward in future to a condition of 


things in which more and more there 
will be a wall of hostile tariffs built up 
against us, in which foreign nations will 
increasingly manipulate their own tariffs 
to our disadvantage, and in which 
we Shall less and less be able to find 
in civilised countries a market for our 
manufactured goods. Take the case, for 
example, of a country which is in one 
sense highly protectionist, but which 
from the necessities of its situation is 
obliged to take a large amount of our 
manufactured goods—I mean Russia. 
The deliberate policy of the Minister of 
Finance in Russia is to so manipulate the 
tariff that gradually Russia will be what 
I believe, so far as its internal resources 
are concerned, it has it in its power to be, 
and what America has long aspired to be, 
that an industrially self-contained 
community — not seriously dependent 
upon importation from foreign countries. 
Now, Sir, if that tendency is to go on 
in the future as it has in the past, a 
time, so far as I can see, must come when 
the only neutral markets open to us will 
be countries like China and Turkey, and 
within the British Empire—our own 
protectorates, our own Crown colonies, 
and India. This country, therefore, if 
what I am stating is correct, will then 
be in a position in which it will be 
obliged to import an even greater pro- 
portion of its foodstuffs and of its raw 
material than at present, and will have to 
pay for them by exports which it will 
find even more difficult than at present 
to dispose of to advantage. Observe, | 
am not-treating this upon the old pro- 
tectionist idea, which was that it was your 
business, by excluding rival manufacture, 
to foster your own. That is not the 
argument I am advancing. What I am 


is, 
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trying to point out to the House is this: 
that inasmuch as Britain must more 
and more be a manufacturing country 
as distinguished from an agricultural 
one, inasmuch as it must more and 
more depend upon foreign countries for 
its supplies of raw material and of food, 
inismuch as it will haveto pay for those 
supplies by its exports, if we are com- 
pelled by exterior tariffs, whether in our 
own colonies or foreign countries, to 
dispose of our manufactures on onerous 
terms, the community will suffer. The 
country, as a whole, will pay an immense 
tribute t) the other countries on which 
it must impose its goods in order 
to get from them the corn and meat 
and raw material which of necessity 
it is obliged to import. I may paren- 
thetically remark that this effect is at 
present disguised by the fact that we 
have enormous investments abroad, that 
we are a creditor country on a great 
scale, and that we get our necessary 
imports not merely by the export of 
our manufactures, but also in payment 
of the debt which foreign nations owe 
to us as investors in their funds, in their 
railway enterprises, and as the carriers 
of the world. But as far as I under- 
stand the modern tendencies of industry, 
there is a stream running now the 
other way, and that at all events, so far 
as the United States of America are con- 
cerned, where at one time were some of 
our largest and heaviest debtors, there 
is a movement in precisely the opposite 
direction to what I have described—a 
movement which seems to tend in the 
direction of making us the debtors of 
the United States. If this is sympto- 
matic of a general tendency, then I say 
we shall be in the position of having 
to pay for these necessary imports on 
terms which will be most onerous to 
the country taken as a whole. 


I hope it will be admitted that the 
argument I have been urging is neither 
“ protectionist ’’ nor unsound. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) : No, 


no. 


*Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My noble 
friend thinks it is not a sound argument, 
but if he is as good a political economist 
as | take him to be, he will recognise 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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on reflection that it has a greater value 
than he is at present prepared to admit. 
And if I have carried the House, or, at al] 
events, some of the House, with me so 
far in my argument, I would ask this 
question—If the conditions under which 
our present fiscal sys'em was introduced 
are admitted on all hands not to be 
conditions which now prevail, if these 
conditions never were anticipated by 
those who laid deep and broad the 
foundations of our national finance, are 
not the leaders of political thought in 
this country bound to raise the question 
whether the time has not come when we 
must abandon, as an absolute doctrine, 
the principle that revenue is never to be 
raised except for purposes of expendi- 
ture, and whethen we ought not to con- 
template the possibility of having to raise 
revenue for purposes of wider financial 
scope? For example, are we really in our 
hearts content with a position which 
leaves us absolutely helpless in the face 
of all foreign countries in regard to tariff 
negotiations? It may be said that this 
is the least bad of the possible alternatives; 
but that in itself it is eminently 
disagreeable I think will be admitted 
by anybody who has had to do with 
commercial negotiations. And I go 
farther, and I say, that if there is to be 
in reality an attempt on the part of 
foreign countries to declare that we are so 
fiscally distinct from our self-governing 
colonies that they are to be treated as 
separate nations, then, I say, we shall be 
forced by patriotism, by public opinion, by 
every regard for ourselves and our 
Empire to resist such a pretension even 
to the point of adopting retaliatory tariffs. 
Are we to be told that Canada, Australia,, 
and New Zealand, and India, are not parts 
of the British Empire, that they are to be 
treated as separate nations simply 
because we have given them fiscal 
independence ? I quite admit that we, 
and we alone, so far as | know, among 
the nations of the world have been able 
to create such a thing as aself-governing 
colony ; but is this a reason why these 
self-governing colonies are to be excluded 
from the benefits given to the colonies of 
less fortunate communities? I am quite 
sure we should never assent to such a 
pretension ; and I am equally sure that 
it cannot be adequately resisted, unless 
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we have at command some weapon 


by which those who endeavour to disin- | 
tegrate the Empire by fiscal means may | 


be properly met. 


we should discuss whether we may not 
profitably raise revenue for non-revenue 
purposes. But there is another, and 
that is, in the words of the Colonial 
Prime Ministers, to bind the Empire 
closer together. Hon. Members may 
say, “That is a good object, but like 
other good objects, you may pay too 
dearly for it.” This is true. It is a 
question of price, but that the thing 
itself is of great value I cannot imagine 
anybody denying — even a leading 
member of the Gobden Club. The 
thing itself is worth getting if you can 
get it without paying too heavily for it. 
Very well, that is a thing which has got 
to be debated. We may well find out 
what it is we have to give and what it is 
that we want to get. The actual scheme 
which the Prime Ministers of the 
colonies desired, I believe, was that there 
should be a preference given to the | 
imports from the colonies, in exchange 
for which they should mitigate the | 
severity of their hostile tariffs against us. | 
The right hon. Baronet says that the tax 
by which that has to be done must be 
either a tax on raw material or a tax on 
food. I cannotimagine that it would be wise 
in any circumstances to put atax on theraw | 
material on which our own manufactures 
depend, and I do not know that such a | 
tax has ever been proposed by any-| 
body. Nor can I say whether the people | 
of this country are ready to accept | 
the other alteration and submit toa tax on 
food. Of course, if they are not ready, | 
it is impossible to carry out any 
large scheme such as that proposed 
by the Colonial Prime Ministers. I 
entirely agree; but you will never 
have a tax on food, in my opinion, | 
accepted by the people of this country | 
except as an integral part of a large | 
policy on which their hearts are set. | 
With that you can do it ; without it you | 
cannot. The idea that you can go) 
back to the old protective days} 
and ask the people of this country | 


to tax their food in the interests of the | 
farmer or the miller, I do not believe | 


is within the region of practical politics. | 
But if by means of a tax on food you can | 
put the whole fiscal position, and the whole | 
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Imperial position of this country on a 
different and better footing, is it so 
certain that the working classes of the 
country will repudiate such a policy ? 


‘ f | Supposing that as a result of a 
Well, Sir, that is one reason why | gprs. 


tax upon food-stuffs—a general tax 
upon food-stuffs—it were possible to 
stop this process by which, not 
merely in foreign countries, but in 
our own colonies, there was being 
created, under a system of protection, 
an enormous number of vested manu- 
facturing interests—supposing that it 
were possible by such a policy as that, 
not indeed to attain full free trade— 
that is beyond the power of any con- 
ceivable combination—but to diminish 
protection against our manufactures 
now and hereafter—is this so certain to be 
rejected? Remember the picture | 
drew just now of the future of this 


country if existing tendencies were per- 


mitted to go on _ indefinitely. If 
you can, by some arrangement with 
the colonies, check that tendency so 
far as they are concerned, if you 
can keep an open market, or a 
market approaching to an open mar- 


ket, for British manufactured goods, do 


not you think you might be doing 
something which the most rigid free trader 
might accept asa substantial contribution 
to his ideals. Would the working men 
of this country submit to a tax on food ? 


_ Would the colonies submit toa partial 


reversal of their protection system? 
These are the two all-important questions. 
They cannot be answered now. They 
can never be answered except by public 
discussion and examination. And unless 
they can both be answered in the 
affirmative no such plan as that recom- 
mended by the Colonial Premiers can 
ever be carried out. 


Mr. Speaker, I always regret the 
manner in which political economy is 
treated in this House and on public plat- 
forms. It is not treated as a science, or 
as a subject which people ought to 
approach impartially with a view to dis- 
covering what the truth is, either from 
theory or experience. Not at all. They 
find some formula in a book of authority 
and throw it at their opponents’ heads. 
They bandy the old watchwords back 
wards and forwards: they rouse 
old bitternesses, wholly alien, as far as I 
can see, to any modern question; and 
our controversies are apt to alternate 
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between outworn formule imperfectly | thought, and I still think, that great 
remembered, and modern doctrines | good might be done by ventilating the 
imperfectly understood. That is not a | question. If you prevent’ politicians 
fortunate state of things, and I should | who either are or have been in high 
hope that one result of my right hon. | office from taking an independent line 
friend’s speech and of the debate to-day upon subjects whieh are not part of the 
will be that the country will devote itself, | immediate policy of the Government, 
not in a partisan spirit, to the considera- | you lose one of the most valuable methods 
tion of the real economic positionin which of forming and directing the public 
we stand, and the real difficulties we | opinion which this country possesses. 
have to face now and in the immediate | 


future, and the best way of meeting) Ay Hon. MEMBER: That is a new 
these difficulties. | idea. 





Before I sit down may I say one) , ’ 
word in addition on a more personal; ~MR. A.J. BALFOUR: Does the right 


aspect of the question. My right | hon. Member for Wolverhampton say 


hon. friend has been accused, as far | that that isa new idea? 

as I understand it, of saying things | 

in contradiction of, and inconsistent) Sr HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
with, statements | have made; with | hampton, E.) dissented. 

having started a hare of his own; 

with having developed a policy quite| +*)\fp A. J. BALFOUR: Remember 
irrespective of his colleagues. I think I that this question is not one that this 
have shown, as far as I apprehend the ' House will have to decide this session, 
matter, that there is no contradiction | 5, next session, or the session after; 
between my right hon. friend’s vieWS | it is not a question that the existing 
and my own. I go much farther. | House of Commons will have to decide 
Supposing my right hon. friend had | at all. It is not a question connected 
done, what he has not done—suppos- | with this year’s Budget or with next 
ing he had developed a policy of his) year’s, It is a question of our future 
own with which his colleagues have | g.,9) policy, which requires a most 
no sympathy. I cannot understand careful study on its strictly scientific 
on what ground criticism is levelled | ,nq economic side, and a most careful 
against him. People say: “Oh, the study on what I might call its Imperial 
Prime Minister made such and such a 4nd ‘social side. How is that study to 
statement, and on the very same day  p. even started on its way, how is it to 
the Colonial Secretary made a speech | be brought to any good or useful result if 
very different in spirit, if not in matter. | these oficial beads are to be drawn as 
They at first said that it was contra- | tight as the hon. Gentleman desires? My 


dictory in substance as well as divergent | right hon. friend, I believe, is in absolute 


in tone. They have given that up. | ¢ with thi Ih id 
But are my culleagues and I bound to ty ti ii a 


come together, and not merely to con- | 
sider how we can act together as a} 
united Government, but also how every | 
speech is to be made precisely with | 
the same flavour of rhetoric? The) *Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: But suppos- 
thing is really absurd; and, speaking | ing he was not, supposing that on this 
for myself, I will not be a party to| point there was a difference of opinion 
depriving others of a liberty which I | between us, is that a reason why either 
have always arrogated to myself. I) my right hon. friend or I should keep 
remember some years ago I made more | silence ? I think not; and I believe 
than one speech, [ think, and certainly | it would be an enormous loss to the 
wrote more than one public letter, on | really formative forces of opinion in 
the subject of University education in| this country if you are going wholly 
Ireland. Those were my own opinions. | to prevent any man in public life from 
1 did not bind the Government; I did that freedom of expression on matters 
not mean to bind the Government. I not immediately before the country or 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Hear, hear! 
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the House, which is possessed by the 
least experienced of his fellow-citizens. 


I have, I am aware, trespassed at con- 
siderable length on the House, and I 
Know that some of the arguments I 
have adduced have been dry, and 
perhaps, with my imperfect power of 
expression, not easy to follow. But I 
am convinced that the trend of thought 
which I have ventured—in, I believe, 
absolute conformity with the views of 
my right hon. friend [Mr. J. CHAMBER- 
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| want to know from him, and what we are 
| entitled to know from him, is whether 
| he, as Prime Minister, really means to 
endorse the policy of the Colonial 
Secretary to carry out what he calls 
fiscal reform in this country on the basis 
of preferential tariffs with the colonies. 
The Prime Minister said that this was 
a matter of discussion among leaders of 
thought. If he thinks it is a proper subject 
for a paper at the Colonial Institute, or 
to be dealt with in an economic review, 
no one would have a word to say about 





LAIN: Hear, hear!|—to develop is 
eminently worthy of elucidation, not | 


it. It would be on a par with such a 
question as whether the execution of 


merely within these walls, not indeed; Mary Queen of Scots was justifiable, 
chiefly within these walls, but by public) which debating societies still discuss. 
discussion, by the careful collection of | But the practical question is whether 
information. ‘Then, if public opinion | this is a policy which the Prime Minister 
ripens, if the colonies, and if the people | is to submit to the country. Let me 
of this country, are of opinion that we| remind the House of Commons that the 
ought seriously to endeavour to put | first time it was mentioned in this House 
the British Empire in an economic | asa practical matter was by ‘he Colonial 
position which would make it in any | Secretary on Friday, when he said that 
way equal to the magnificent economic | old-age pensions were not dead, that it 
position obtained by the United States, | was a practical matter at last. The right 
then I think we should have done well. | hon. Gentleman shakes his head. Has 
I am certain that this scheme is it ceased to be a practical matter since 





practicable, but unless some other | Friday ? 


scheme having the same results can be | 
brought to fruition,— if the British | 
Eropire is to remain as it is at present, 
a series of isolated economic units— 
it is vain for us to hope that this 
branch at all events of the great 
Anglo-Saxon race is destined to have 
the great industrial and political future 
which undoubtediy lies before the 
United States of America. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): After listening very carefully 
to the speech of the Prime Minister I do 
not think any hon. Member has the 
slightest conception of what the policy of 
the Guvernment is. The Prime Minister 
said something about not being re- 
sponsible for the rhetoric of the Colonial 
Secretary. That was a very necessary 
disclaimer ; but does he treat the speech 
of the Colonial Secretary merely as an 
exhibition of fireworks, or is it a declara- 
tion of policy on behalf of the Govern- 
ment? That, I think, the House of 
Commons is entitled to know. The 
Prime Minister forgets. He is not a 
member of a debating society. He is the 
Prime Minister, responsible for the 
Government of this country. What we 





Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I only 
shook my head in protest against the 
continual and most improper action of 


‘the hon. Gentleman in invariably mis- 


quoting his opponents, 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I am in the 
recollection of the House as to what 
happened on Friday. We complained 
that the matter was not seriously treated, 
and that it was not intended to deal 
with it. The Colonial Secretary then 
said it was not dead, that it was going 
to be dealt with; and, not only that, 
but that it was going to be dealt with 
by the fiscal reform of this country. 
What does that mean if it does not mean 
that it is a practical matter ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I did not 
say what the hon. Gentleman says I did. 
What I said was that it could not be 
dealt with without a review of the fiscal 
policy. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I recognise 
at once that there is a distinction. On 
Friday last we understood that there 
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was a pledge to deal with old-age | 
We understand now that | 


pensions. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Very well. 
I should like to know whether it is 


there is no pledge to deal with the ques-| to be applied to foreign cattle, corn and 


tion. The Colonial Secretary now says 
that if it is to be dealt with in the remote 
future, it can only be dealt with by a 
scheme of preferential tariffs. That is a 
different matter ; but we are entitled to 
know from some representative of the 


Government whether it is to be merely a | 


matter of debate or discussion on_plat- 
forms, or whether the Government are 
going to deal with it before they go out. 


*Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not know 
about going out ; but we will not deal with 
it before the dissolution. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: It is not to be 
dealt with before the dissolution. I am 
afraid that does not carry us much further. 
But the Prime Minister has not told us 
whether this is the policy which the Gov- 
ernment is to submit to the country. That 
is the important matter after all. I 
agree it is a matter to be discussed 
thoroughly ; but how can it be discussed 
unless the Government submit a definite 
proposal? We are told we are to have a 
preferential tariff with the colonies. We 
get practically nothing from the colonies 
except raw material and food. Raw 
material the right hon. Gentleman will not 
tax ; therefore, there remains only food. 
When we pressed him whether he was 
for or against the taxation of food, 
he indulged in vague generalities, which 
showed that he had it in his mind 
that food would eventually be taxed. If 
that was the case is it not fair that the 
country should know? What do we get 
from Canada? We get timber, cheese, 
butter, cattle and wheat. Are we to tax 
corn! But the right hon. Gentleman 
has abandoned that. He is blowing hot 
and cold. Is the right hon. Gentle 
man going to put a tax on cattle? I 
was very glad to hear the speech of 
the Secretary to the Board of Trade. 
According to him, cheap food is to be 
put in the same category as indecent 
literature. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: The hon. Gentle- 
man is mistaken. It is not a question 
of decency, it is a question of literature 
which invades British copyright. 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 





lumber. Lumber is very important to 
Canada. Is timber from Sweden and 
the United States to be taxed? We are 
entitled to know all these things. It is 
not a question of talking generally 
about the Empire. Whenever we come 
to particulars, we are always told some- 
thing about the basis of the Empire. 
Well, we are all for the Empire, cer- 
tainly. I should like to know who is 
against the Empire. We may have 
different views as to the best method of 
administering the Empire, as we have 
about education, theology and religion. 
We may have different views as to 
religion; but that does not mean 
that we are irreligious. The same 
thing applies to the Empire. The 
Co'onial Secretary from time to time 
has been the instructor of the House 
on the question of free trade. 
Twenty years ago, curiously enough, 
the present Chancellor of the Exchequer— 
when the Colonial Secretary was holding 
a different oftice, and when the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer was the President of the 
Board of Trade, — introduced a 
Motion which rather savoured of pro- 
tection. He was answered by the pre- 
sent Colonial Secretary, who made a 
most persuasive speech and converted the 
right hon. Gentlemen the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer to the principles of free 
trade to such an extent that he has been 
a fairly good and respectable free-trader 
ever since. It is rather hard on him 
that he should be lured back into his 
evil ways by the very missionary who 
was responsible for his conversion. There 
are one or two passages in that speech to 
which I should like to refer. The right 
hon. Gentleman in that speech spoke of- 

‘* The new doctrines, fair trade, reciprocity, 
and retaliation, of which we have heard so 
much and know so little, and with respect to 
which we are naturally anxious to have accurate 
and definite information.” 

That was a reasonable position for the 
right hon. Gentleman to take up, and 
that is the very reasonable request which 
we now address by way of the Colonial 
Secretary to the Prime Minister. The 
right hon. Gentleman proceeded to use 
words which had sostrong a bearing on 
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the present position that I must ask | that is our great shipping trade. It is 
leave to quote them, not by way of| perfectly true that in the case of France 
scoring off the Colonial Secretary but|if we show a balance sheet of the 
because they so well express our own| imports and exports we seem to be 
views in regard to the matter under dis- | losing money, but 43 per cent. of the 
cussion— tonnage of that trade is carried in 
‘*T had hoped, in view of this debate, that at British bottoms. We do the carrying 
last we should be able to grasp the phantom trade of the world. Then something 
which has so long eluded us. But I confess | was said about Argentina, but nothing 
that these expectations have been os more astonished me when I was over there 
and that even now, after having listened ‘ ay 
attentively to everything that has fallen from than the fact that the whole country Is 
the right hon. Gentleman’s side of the House, | run by British capital. Great Britain 
I - still in the dark as to what they mean, | dominates everything and everything is 
and as to whether they understand their own . re . +s 
meaning themselves. It is gratifying, no run by British capital and British 
doubt, to be assured, as we have been by all of | Managers. It is perfectly true that the 
them, that they are opposed to protection and | Germans are selling cheap goods to the 
in favour of realfree trade. But it is difficult Argentine but thev are beginning to 
for a plain man to reconcile these assurances | ~ d d 2 2 = od 
with the other statements which they have | UNGerstan that if they want go 
made. We have had expounded to-night | articles they must go to the British 
several shades in the new heterodoxy, which | firms for them. Instead of depending 
seems at last to have secured the patronage of " : 5 y 
the Conservative Party.” id on these quack remedies, which may 
te thy ; catch the unwary, which may appeal to 
The I Time Minister objects to the | people who are not leaders of thought : 
word heresy which was used by the | instead of misleading them, and perhaps 
right hon. Baronet the Member for the | eventually inducing them to bring 
Forest of Dean. I give up the word | pressure to bear on Governments to 
heresy ” and adopt the word of the | Interfere with a system which has pro- 
right hon. Gentleman, “heterodoxy.” | duced the greatest trade the world has 
Who would have thought that twenty | ever seen, it is time the Prime Minister 
years later the patron saint of the Con-| exercised his responsibility and influence 
servative Party would have been the | to point out the folly and danger of 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secre- | pursuing a policy of that kind. 
tary ? Nothing could be better as a/| 
reply to the Government than a reprint | a : ; 
of this speech against the Colonial} Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich): | 
Secretary’s present proposals. | do not wish to detain the House more 
than a few moments. I wish to express 
; ae ae he Pri my very great gratitude to my right hon. 
suggestions, and even now the Frime | friend the First Lord of the Treasury, 


Minister does not tell us what he pro- : : : : 

sonia to do. The right hon Me Soave — cary ter ie exnntingy Sening 

a tees Yo ni pate pe /speech, but also for the still more 

yk a a ‘tendency, and a “con-| interesting interruption which he made 
cy, 


: and it is upon words of that | 4, the hon. Gentleman opposite when he 
kind that he proposes to recast the| a .sured the House that there would be 
whole of our fiscal system. Take the) ), change in the policy of the Govern- 
one of Germany, our most formidable ment before the dissolution of Parliament. 
Pe gyre pull been a rc ig ai That certainly removed from the minds 

Pe: = of many supporters of the Government 
£32,000,000 to £38,000,000, and the | , fren dirs. -y I cordially agreed with 
same may be said with regard to the! what my right hon. friend said, that 
United States of America. It has been nothing could be more narrow-minded 
said that it is our business to follow the| than to say that fiscal questions con- 
example of the United States, but does nected with revenue: and with import 
me — ys ae that the | and export duties, questions which we 
oe ae eS eee ordinarily call free trade and protection, 


as it is, is as nothing compared with h 
the trade per head of the white popula-| @T® % be shut out any more than 


tion of the British Empire. The Prime | any other subject from perfectly free 
Minister also forgets another thing, and | discussion. At the same time one 





We have had simply vague words and | 
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cannot help feeling that in the distinc- 
tion my right hon. friend made there is 
need of a warning. A heresy is not the 
same thing as a breach of a scientific 
law. For many practical purposes a 
breach of a scientific law is a much 
more awkward thing than a heresy. 
It is precisely because I believe that the 
fundamental propositions which were 
laid down fifty years ago were proposi- 
tions of a scientific character, and had 
relation to abiding principles lying in 
human nature, and were not, therefore, 
of a temporary application, that I am so 
glad to learn that no propositions were 
to be laid before the House which were 
alien to those principles. I do not agree 
with my right hon. friend’s interesting 
observation about the danger of our 
being shut out altogether from foreign 
markets, and for this reason. It is 
obvious that, if there are to be imports 
into this country, those imports are not 
for our convenience and benefit alone, 
but also for the convenience and benefit 
of the foreign producer. And it is quite 
clear that if there are to be great imports 
into this country of many valuabie com- 
modities, it can only be, if the 
mechanism of prices so adjusts itself, 
that there may be a corresponding 
amount of exports to the countries 
which send those goods to us. The 
conception that foreigners can derive 
the benefit of a closed market in which 
they can sell their goods at any value they 
like, and also can have the enjoyment 
of our market, is a profound error; and 
if my right hon. friend would give his 
attention to the subject he would see 
that that is not an argument that he can 
maintain. But I did not rise at the 
present moment to go into this discus- 
sion. I quite recognise that we have 
before us a period of discussion of a very 
interesting character relating to matters 
of political economy. I have no doubt 
that that matter will be argued on the 
one side and on the other, and I fully 
understand what my right hon. friend 
said, that Members of the Unionist 
Party, without any question of loyalty 
being involved, will be at perfect liberty 
to take the one side or the other. 

But we have to have regard, not only to 
fiscal, but also to political matters; to 
the economical necessities of this country 
as well as to the political benefits of the 


Lord Hugh Cecil. 
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whole Empire. I feel very strongly, 
when we have regard to the political 
side of the question, how strong the 
case is against altering the present fiscal 
system. I am unable to understand 
how we can adjust an elaborate system 
of tariffs, ostensibly for the benefit of 
our colonies, without involving ourselves 
in a series of the most angry and diffi- 
cult negotiations, which, so far from 
strengthening the bond which unites us 
now to our brethren across the seas, 
would tend to throw the apple of discord 
amongst us, and therefore, from the 
political not less than from the fiscal 
point of view, would be a profound 
mistake. Let me say that I join most 
heartily in desiring to see the colonies 
drawn more closely to the mother 
country, and I resent as warmly as any 
human being can resent, the attitude 
which the German Government have 
adopted in regard to Canadian preferen- 
tial duties. We do not for a moment 
range ourselves on the side of the hon. 
Member for the Carnarvon Boroughs, 
whose zeal for the Empire is less only 
than his zeal for Church schools. We 
remember, with heartfelt gratitude, the 
sacrifices and the loyalty of the colonies 
in the late war. Indeed, loyalty is 
hardly the phrase. We do not speak 
of Devonshire or Cornwall as being loyal. 
and the time is past, I hope, in which it 
is necessary to speak of Canada or 
Australia as being loyal to this country. 
We are united by the warmest bonds 
of attachment, and I hope we may long 
remain so. But I do not believe, and 
history goes to disprove the theory, that 
a fiscal arrangement should precede a 
| political arrangement. On the contrary, 
I believe that a political arrangement 
ought to precede any fiscal arrangement 
that may be possible. Personally, I 
cannot conceive of any fiscal arrange- 
ment which it would be wise and proper 
to extend to the whole Empire except 
that system of free trade which has been 








so beneficial to the United Kingdom. 
I am sure the statesmen of Canada and 
Australia are most profoundly mistaken ; 
they are under the influence of indus- 





tries which have grown up under a 
protectionist system; they are leading 
their great communities along a false 
path, and the mother country cannot do 
them a greater service than that of 
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constantly reminding them that our 
abundant prosperity arises out of a wise 
fiscal system. But whatever the fiscal 
system may be, political unity is the first 
question, and though it isexceedingly diffi- 
cult—difficult by reason of geographical 
considerations, and also by reason of the 
peculiar character of the British Constitu- 
tion—the organ of Government is so 
diffused, its whereabouts is really so un- 
certain, nobody knows whether it is in 
the House of Commons, in the Cabinet, 
in the Crown, or in the House of Lords— 
but though it is so exceedingly difficult 
to amend the Constitution by bringing in 
colonial representatives or by any other 
arrangement, nevertheless it is to that 
side of the problem rather than the fiscal 
side we ought to direct our minds. If 
it is a question of sentiment, if fiscal 
union is supposed to be a valuable method 
of fostering warm sentiments hetween 
the mother country and the colonies, or 
between the colonies and the mother 
country, it is superfluous, because those 
sentiments could not be warmer than 
they are to-day. If all that was wanted 
was that we should be _ sincerely 
attached to our colonies, and that our 
colonies should be sincerely attached to 
us, federal union would be achieved to 
morrow. 


With regard to the very real griev- 
ance which Canada may feel against 
Germany, I cannot help thinking that 
there are many ways besides _ fiscal 
measures of expressing our resentment 
at any ill-treatment to which our colonies 
may be subjected. I think there may be 
opportunities in the diplomatic sphere. 
The friendship of this country is an asset, 
and foreign statesmen ought to understand 
that that friendship cannot be more pro- 
foundly alienated than by wrong done 
or insult offered to any of our colonies, 
or more effectually conciliated than by 
those colonies being treated in a manner 
which we believe to be fair and right. 
We ought to resent, and the British 
people do resent, anything in the nature 
of a slight upon Canada or Australia more 
deeply than they would resent a slight 
upon themselves. The feeling towards 
thecolonies which now animates the British 
people is of so warm a character that 
every foreign statesman ought to bear in 
mind that we should resent anything 
done against our kinsmen across the sea 
not less, but more than we resent anything 
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done against ourselves. We are not, 
politically speaking, an ephemeral people. 
In 1884-5 Khartoum fell. It made a 
profound impression at the time, but the 
impression appeared to pass away. l<o- 
body spoke of the loss we had sustained 
or the ignominy we had undergone. Lut 
after the battle of Omdurman it was seen 
how profound an impression had been 
made ; there was an astonishing outburst 
of publicfeeling, andit wasunderstood how 
grateful the British people can be to have 
an opportunity of wiping out old griev- 
ances and paying off old scores. The 
same was true with regard to South 
Africa. Twenty years elapsed betwcen 
the wrong done and the war, but it was 
not forgotten, and experienced politicians 
were amazed at the depth of feeling that 
was elicited when the opportunity came 
to wipe out that grievance. As it was 
in these matters, so it will be in respect 
of any wrong or insult which foreign 
nations may do or offer to our colonics. 
Ten years hence it will not be forgotten. 
Supposing there be a Continental crisis 
or some occasion on which the friendship 
of this country is of importance to 
Germany, it will not be forgotten if 
Germany has not treated one of our 
colonies as we consider it ought to have 
been treated. These considerations (an- 
not be publicly stated by Ministers of the 
Crown, but they can and ought to be 
brought home to the minds of statesmen 
on the Continent, and I cannot but 
believe that, without any question of 
fiscal re-adjustment, they will suffice to 
protect us and our colonies against what 
we consider to be ill-treatment. 


In discussing this question let us on 
all sides speak our minds without heat 
and with perfect frankness and candour. 
Let those of us who sit on this side, who 
are members of a great historic constitu- 
tional Party, not be afraid to utter the 
beliefs we have long held, which the 
Party to which we belong have entertained 
for fifty years, and which we have been 
accustomed to associate—and which all 
the evidence goes to justify us in associat- 
ing—with the abounding prosperity of 
our country. Let us speak our minds 
frankly, and urge our view, whether it 
be a right or a wrong view, at every 
opportunity that may offer, and just as 
the Finance Bill, which I think a great 
majority of the Party will support with 
unfaltering voice and step when it is 
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brought before us, is in perfect con- 
formity, as the Budgets of the last fifty 
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noble friend was to the effect that we 
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years have been, with that fiscal theory | were not hastily to deal with the funda- 
which we are accustomed to call free | mental propositions of that great historic 
trade, so I hope the Budgets for fifty | doctrine which, in his judgment, had in 


years to come may in the same way 
conform to what has done so much good 


to the country, and is, 1 am persuaded, | 


for the truest Imperial interests of the 
future. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I think we 


must all have felt that there is a certain 
unreality about this debate, because it is 
being carried on in the prospect and ex- 
pectation of a still 
Notice has been given on behalf of the 


Party opposite, and on behalf of the) 


Leaders of that Party, for a discussion 
on this identical subject, to take place 
on the Second Reading of the Finance 
Bill. Therefore, I suppose we must 
assume that the present is only an affair 
of scouts, and that hon. Gentlemen on 
the other side who have addressed us 
hitherto have been acting on behalf of 
the Leaders of the Party, as spies in a 


sort of military reconnaissance. [OPPosti- | 


TION Cries of ** No!’’] Yes, spies—I use 
the word only in a military sense—as 
part of a reconnaissance to find out what 
are the weak points in our position. 
That, as I say, prevents this debate from 
assuming the importance which the sub- 
ject demands. But for my part, I should 
not think it wasted if it had only pro- 
duced the speech to which we have just 
listened—the very interesting and very 
moderate, and very suggestive speech of 
my noble friend the Member for Green- 
wich. I would like to make one or two 
remarks about that speech. I think my 
noble friend has fallen into the error, 
which seems to me to have been the 
mistake made by everybody who has 
spoken in this debate except the Prime 
Minister, of supposing that a new policy 
has been proposed to the country, in- 
volving at a stroke an entire and 
absolute reversal of the whole of the fiscal 
policy of this country. I am absolutely 
unaware of any such proposal having 
been made either by myself or by anybody 
else ; and before I sit down I will show 
how very much more limited is the 


suggestion which not for the first time, | 


but on several occasions during the 


last five or six years, I have put before 


Lord Hugh Cecil. 


greater debate. | 


|its practical application done so much 
'for the prosperity of the country—the 
doctrine of free trade. But my noble 
friend failed, as every one else has failed, 
to tell us what he means by free trade. 
It is perfectly clear that everything de- 
pends on the definition. We may quarrel 
to the end of time unless in the first in- 
stance we come to some sort of conclusion 
as to ourterminology. I have always un- 
derstood that the definition on which Mr. 
Cobden himself relied was that free trade 
was to bring about the free interchange 
of commodities at their natural prices. 
With regard to the definition given by 
my noble friend, it will not be interfered 
with by me nor, I think, by any of 
my right hon. friends on this side of the 
House. We are perfectly content to 
‘accept interchange of commodities at 
their natural price, and I think we may 
go further with regard to that definition 
and its strict application. But in our 
opinion there are certain deviations from 
this doctrine of free trade which we say 
necessitate the careful and, in a sense, 
the immediate attention of the country 
and of this House. 


My noble friend, in appealing to the 
Party behind him, alluded very natu- 
rally and rightiy to what he called 
the traditions of the historic Party 
with which he is connected, and 
sought to identify the Conservative 
Party with the doctrines of free trade. 
I do not know that that could be wholly 
sustained, though no doubt Sir Robert 
Peel claimed to be a Conservative when 
he introduced free trade. But, at all 
events, my noble friend was justified in 
saying that, for a very long period—more 
than a generation—that fundamental 
doctrine has been adopted by the Party 
to which he belongs. ‘hat is not incon- 
sistent with anything I have said in the 
speech which has formed the text of 
this debate, and which it has been to 
me somewhat of a surprise to find has 
aroused exceptional attention. There is 
nothing in it except the rhetoric to which 
the hon. Member for Carnarvon alluded 
so gracefully, which no doubt differs in 
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his case and mine and other orators— 
with the exception of the difference in 
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entire reversal of the fiscal policy of this 
country, yet undoubtedly there will have 


rhetoric there is nothing in it which to be a new mandate given to the 
was not precisely the same as the speeches | Government if the suggestions which I 
which have been delivered on more than | have thrown out are to be carried into 
One occasion by the late Prime Minister, | 
calling attention to exactly the same. 


dangers for which Iaskconsideration. Nor 
does it differ from the speeches made by 
my right hon. friend the Prime Ministerin 
reply to the deputation which waited 
upon him in the Albert Hall in reference 
to the Corn Duty. 
from the speeches that I have made 
myself on the subject for the last four or 
five years. However, I find that this 


practical effect ; and that new mandate will 
involve many considerations of the utmost 
importance, affecting not merely the 
prosperity of the country, not merely the 


‘general question of the wealth of the 


Nor does it differ | 


greater interest is caused by an obiter | 


dictum of mine to the effect that it was 


quite possible that the issue at the next | 


General Election would not be the issue 
that some hon. Gentlemen have antici- 
pated, but that it may be in connection 
with this very great and, in my opinion, 
more important subject. What does the 
Opposition want to get out of this debate ? 
If I am to judge from the speeches made, 
they want to know whether the Prime 
Minister and myself are in sharp dis- 
agreement. They have had the answer, 
and Ido not know whether it is at all 
what they expected. I wish, however, 
to say in order that there may be no mis- 
take as to my part in the matter, that I 
agree with every single word that fell 
from my right hon. friend. As far as I 
know there is no difference whatever of 
principle between us in reference to this 
question. Well, the hon. Member for 
Carnarvon, in a speech which really 
would have been humorous if it had been 
a little more good-natured, asked whether 
this subject was to be discussed as a 
debating society matter, and he made a 
humorous allusion to the Colonial Insti- 
tute and other associations which discuss 
questions which are not in any sense im- 
mediately practical or in regard to which 
theories have to be considered. 
that question in the negative. I do not 
think that a discussion to which we invite 
the House and the country is a debating 
society discussion. It is much too 
serious a matter for that, as the hon. 
Member will yet find out. It will not 


lend itself to the very light treatment , 
' Yes, but that does not mean this week. 


which he has given it. Although nothing 
has been suggested in the nature of an 


I answer | 


country, but going deep into the condition 
of the working classes and their interests. 
And therefore, I do hope that in the 
great debate we are anticipating the 
subject will be treated as my noble 
friend has treated it, with all the serious- 
ness which it deserves. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Carnarvon wishes to know whether 
the question will be raised at the dissolu- 
tion. Sufficient unto the day. In the 
meantime he, as well as others, will have 
to discuss the subject inthe country. In 
regard to that, as far as I am concerned, 
I will do everything which my limited 
power will permit to bring the question in 
all its bearings before the people of this 
country. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): What 
question ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
in the least object to the curiosity of 
the hon. Member, but he need not be in 
such a hurry. In the course of the 
debate somebody asked for a plan. If 
by “a plan’’ he means a detailed scheme 
of some new tariff or some new fiscal 
arrangement or _ reciprocity treaty, 
nothing of the kind can be produced at 
the present moment; and that is not 
the question I have raised, or which has 
been raised by the late or the present 
Prime Minister. What we raise in effect 
is a principle. It is a question which 
we put to the people in this country. 
In my speech, if I may be permitted to 
refer to it, I called attention in the first 
place to what I considered the oppor- 
tunity existing at the present time, and 
the importance of seizing the oppor- 
tunity of making preferential arrange- 
ments in the nature of a reciprocity 
agreement with our colonies. {An Hon. 
MEMBER: At the present time ! | 


And, in the second place, I called attention 
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to the fact that under our existing | only country which has taken hostile 
system we are helpless and totally im- | notice of these preferential arrangements 
potent to bring any influence to bear on| with Canada. Neither France, nor 
foreign countries if they attack our | Russia, nor the United States have taken 
colonies, or if they attack us in any | objection, but Germany alone has penal- 
manner which we consider would be|ised Canada to the extent of a very 
unfair or would seriously endanger our | large additional duty. Why? Because 
industries. As long as we van only say | Canada has freely and voluntarily given 
to them, as we did in 1902 to the|to English products this preferential 
Colonial Premiers, that what you pro-| treatment. My noble friend thinks, ap- 
pose is against the fiscal system of this | parently, itis sufficient to say that we are 
country, so long we have no weapon in | a people who remember for a long period, 
our hands and we cannot meet the|and that some day or other we shall 
attacks upon our colonies or the attacks | catch Germany ina hole. That is essen- 
upon ourselves, which are already | tially my noble friend’s remarks. That 
serious and which may become much | may be very good; but does he think 
more serious. Now these are the two | that Canada is likely to be satisfied with 
points which I have brought before the that? What has happened? Canada 
country; and the question which I| gave us this preference five years ago, 
asked and on which I invited discussion | and for five years she has been penalised. 
was, “Are you determined to maintain | We have been bearing hot resentment 
your interpretation of free trade with | in our bosom. Much good that does to 
such severity that you refuse to give | Canada; and we are to go on bearing it 
us power to meet these cases?” | for the time which elapsed between the 
If so—if that is the answer of the | death of Gordon and the final conquest 
country—then let us announce that | of the Soudan. Whatever else that may 
answer to our colonies; for nothing | be, it is not business. Supposing that 
could be worse than to leave them in we had, in consequence of the decision 
doubt. Let us say then, to our colonies, | of the people of this country, to make 
‘‘No matter what you are prepared to | that statement to our colonies (of course 
do for us, no matter how much considera- | all these would be matters to be pre- 
tion you will give to our produce, no | sented to the people), I could prophesy 
matter how largely you are prepared to | and I could express my opinion, but I 
approach free trade between the different | cannot ask anyone to accept it who does 
parts of the British Empire, it is no use | not place confidence in my judgment in 
your coming to us asking for anything in | such matters. It is my honest opinion, 
the nature of return because our fiscal | which I felt bound to bring to the notice 
system, strictly determined by the man- | of the country, that if you make that 
date of the constituencies will not allow us | reply to your colonies you must, in the 
to give you anything.” In the second | first place, give up all hope whatever of 
place, we might say, “If you want to|anythingin the nature of closer fiscal 
do any service to us which is likely to | relations with them; and, in the second 
arouse any kind of animosity or opposi- | place, in the absence of that closer fiscal 
tion on the part of a foreign country, we | relationship you must abandon all idea 
are bound to tell you that we cannot | of securing closer political relationship. 
help you. There is nothing that we can | If you have neither closer fiscal relation- 
do to bring that foreign country to its|ship nor closer political relationship, 
bearings, and to secure the defence of |then I continue of the same opinion 
your interests.” which I expressed at Birmingham 

My noble friend said, in very|— that a united Empire will be 
eloquent terms, that no one would| beyond the bounds of _ possibility. 
resent, or does resent, more than | It is because it is of immense importance 
he does the action which has been taken | that I ask the House to join eagerly in 
by Germany in regard to the case of | the discussion to which I invite them. 
Canada. Let me point out—and I regret | My noble friend says that he does not 
if there should be any invidious refer- | See that it would be advisable to commence 
ence to Germany—but I am obliged to| progress towards a closer union with 
refer to Germany, as Germany is the| the colonies by taking the fiscal union 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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‘first. 
great example of the world is altogether 
opposed to the conclusion of my noble 
friend. How was the union of Germany 
effected? The union of Germany was 
effected in the first instance by a 
Zollverein. [Cries of “No, no.”] I 
maintain that position. At all events 
that is my opinion. It could not have 
been achieved without a Zollverein. Of 
course the processes of blood and iron 
have contributed, and are contributing, to 
weld it together. These are not processes 
which I suppose my noble friend would 
suggest to use in the case of our self- 
governing colonies. 


Fiscal Policy 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: What about 


England and Scotland ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I[ am 
prepared to admit that case, but I 
consider that it is irrelevant to my 
argument. Now I have said that this 
matter must come before the people of 
this country, and they will have to give 
an answer. They will give an answer, 
I am perfectly certain, for or against in 
no mistakeable terms. Hon. Members 
opposite think the answer will be given in 
opposition to any change, and that 
therefore the raising of this question will 
be to them of great advantage. Under 
these circumstances I am sure they will 
be grateful to me for the service I have 
rendered tothem. All I can say is that I 
will make no electoral prophecy at the 
present time, but I can say that I have 
generally found the prophecies of the 
other side to be wrong. Therefore I 
do not contradict them or set up any 
alternative prophecy. I am bound to 
consider the possibility, at any rate, that 
the views of the nation may be in favour 
of some such change as is the subject of 
this discussion. Now in that event when 
we have got a mandate then will be time 
to produce the plan. Everybody knows 
that a plan in the sense of a definite and 
complete scheme is absolutely impossible 
until we know a great deal of the 
matters into which we have still to 
inquire, and into which we cannot 
inquire profitably or advantageously 
unless we know that we have got the 
country behind us. 
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do is to go to the colonies. Now, 
nothing would be worse than to ne- 


_gotiate with the colonies, and probably 


come to an agreement, and then at the 
next general election find that the 
whole idea was repudiated by the coun- 
try. I can conceive nothing more 
dangerous to union than that. There- 
fore, before we begin to negotiate with 
the colonies, we must have some know- 
ledge of what is the opinion of the 
people of the country with regard to the 
principle at stake. Now, the first thing 
[ should do if we get a mandate to 
carry it out would be to consult the 
colonies. In that case I should call 
another conference, representative of the 
self-governing colonies, and I have not 
the slightest doubt myself that, as the 
result, arrangements which we should 
consider were perfectly fair between the 
two parties—arrangements, that is to 
say, which gave us as much as we gave 
them—could be completed with all the 
colonies. [Cries of dissent.| That is 
my opinion, and against that let the 
House set the opinion of the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean. Ido not know what ground he 
has for pronouncing beforehand the 
opinion of Australia as a whole. It is a 
very difficult thing for him or for me to 
anticipate beforehand what will be its 
opinion. I am quite sure that every- 
thing will depend upon what we have 
to offer. It 1s perfectly certain that we 
have something to offer them. For 
instance, the hon. Baronet suggested 
that we should offer them a preference 
on wool, and he pointed out that that 
would not be of the slightest advantage 
to them. Assuming for the sake of 
argument that his statement is correct, 
does he imagine that we should be such 
fools as to offer the Australian colonies 
something that would be of no advan- 
tage to them, and expect them in return 
to alter their system and to give up 
protection in our favour. All this must 
bea matter of negotiation. My noble 
friend says, without doubt or hesitation, 
that if you are going to make these 
treaties of commerce with the colonies 
irritation will arise, and that he can 


conceive nothing more likely to promote 


Suppose we have the authority of the | disunion. That is an argument against 


nation to enter on the consideration of | 


any treaty at all. We must never try 


the subject, the first thing we have to | to make a treaty with any country, not 
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even with our own children, for fear 
that in the course of the negotiations we 
may fail to come to an agreement and 
that the position may be worse than 
before. Surely, at least, we may assume 
as between people of the same race and 
blood we should begin the negotiations 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
shown to the House pretty clearly I 
think that nothing in the nature of a com- 
plete plan can be put before the country. 
But it does not require much acumen 
to see what are the general lines which 
any arrangement of this kind must follow. 


with the most friendly feelings towards | say see cries, “What are they ?”] 
one another ; and surely we may assume | It is hardly necessary for me to explain 
that we shall be able to come to a satis- | them, but I will for the benefit of the hon. 





factory agreement, or at all events to. 


part as good friends as when we met. I 
see no difficulty in entering on such ne- 
gotiations. I should not have the 
slightest fear of any danger arising from 
them. 


Then there is another thing which 
we have got to find out. In order 
that a conference of this kind may 
thoroughly discuss the matter we must 
know from our own people not only what 
they can give but what they want in 
return. | want to know from every 
manufacturing district in this country, 
and I hope I shall learn before long— 
for I see the Chambers of Commerce are 


Member for West Islington who has not 
been able to gather them for himself. I 
have said that I conceive it to be 
possible—I will put it no higher than 
that—to make preferential arrangements 
with the colonies which would be bene- 
ficial to both sides. But if there is re- 


| ciprocal preference it is clear that we 


everywhere taking the matter up, and | 


they will give us their assistance in 
arriving at a conclusion—what particular 
article or articles of manufacture pro- 
duced in the district could be much 
more largely sold if preferential rates 
were given by the colonies, and also to 
what extent these preferential rates 
should go in order to give a substantial 
advantage. The House will see that all 
this will necessarily take time, and the 
claim of hon. Gentlemen opposite that 
we should, without thisinformation and 
before we get anything in the nature of 
an expression of general agreement from 
the people of this country, put a plan 
before the House in the shape of a series 
of draftagreements with all the colonies 
seems to me to be the height of absurdity, 
and it would be absolutely impossible to 
agree to it. 


Mr. LOUGH: The right hon. Gentle- 
man should tell us his plan. 


ham): The right hon. Gentleman invites 
us to discuss this matter. How can we 
discuss the question unless we know, at 
any rate, the outlines of his scheme. 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


must have not only something to receive, 
but something to give. It is clear, also, 
that what we have to give must be given 
on some great product of the colony, 
and as the hon. Member for Car- 
narvon with greater perspicacity than 
the hon. Member for West Islington 
has perceived the preference must be 
given either on raw material, or on food, 
or on both. That is pretty simple I 
should have thought. I will goa step 
further. When the hon. Member for 
Carnarvon attributed certain statements 
to me I was compelled to say I did not 
accept his quotations as correct. He 
said that I was in favour of taxing 
raw materials and food. Of course the 
hon. Member had no right whatever from 
anything I have said to say anything of 
that sort. In my opinion—and this is 
only a personal opinion and do not let me 
be told afterwards that I am now laying 
down some law of the Medes and 
Persians, that is never to be altered and 
by which I am in future to be governed, 
because as I have said these inquiries are to 
be instituted which may throw further 
light on the subject. I quite understand 
that the allusion to further light on the 
subject is one which hon. Gentlemen 


_ opposite will be glad to make light of. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, 5.) : 
Did not the Prime Minister tell us that 
it was not proposed to levy any impost 


| either on raw materials or on food ? 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 


Mer. A. J. BALFOUR: Certainly not. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, the 


| Prime Minister did not saythat. What I 
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was going to say when | was stopped is 
that without binding myself for all time— 
[OPPosITION laughter.] I must say this 
is extremely discourteous. I say that 
without binding myself for all time or 


without shutting my eyes to possible | 


further fresh information, so far as I can 
see, it will not be necessary to put any tax 
atallon raw material,and thatfor obvious 
reasons. It will be very difficult to 
choose the raw materials which would 
be suitable to this purpose. If a tax 
were put on raw materials it would have 


to be accompanied by drawbacks on the | 


finished exports, and although that is 
not at all impossible it would be a 
complicated way of dealing with a 
matter which could be dealt with much 
more simply. Therefore, we come to 
this. 


are—you must put 
{Opposition Cheers.} I make hon. 
Gentlemen opposite a present of that. 


[ am prepared to go into any workman’s | 
house, or any labourer’s house, or to | 


address meetings of workmen or 
labourers, and taking certain hypotheti- 


cal calculations—for instance that there | 


was to be Is. or 2s. put on corn, and 


making assumptions of that kind, Iam | 


prepared to say to them, “Now this 
policy if it is carried out will cost you 
so much a week more than you are 
paying at present for your food.” I set 
aside altogether any economical 
question as to whether they would or 


would not have to pay the whole of the | 


duty that might be imposed. 


tell you what the cost will be. I know 
how many loaves you consume ; I know 
how much meat you eat; I know what 
you take of this, that, and the other on 
which it may be proposed to put a duty, 
and I will give you a table from which 
vou can tell for yourself how much extra 


wages you must get in order to cover 
And that is | ** 


the extra expense of living.” 


the argument to which hon. Gentlemen 
opposite will have to give their serious 
If they can show that the 
whole of this business will mean greater 
cost of living to the working men and no | carried out. 


attention. 


increase of income, well, Sir, I have not 
the least doubt whatever that all their 
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If you are to give a preference to | 
the Colonies—I do not say that you) 
a tax on food. | 


“ I | 
will assume for the sake of my argu- | 
ment that you pay every penny of the | 
duty, and, having assumed that, I will | 
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| most optimistic prophecies will come true. 
| But if I can show that in return for what 
| IT ask I will give more than I take, then, 
| . . 

| poorly as they may think of my judg- 
| ment, I may still have a chance. 


of the Country. 


| That also suggests another inference 
that has been made by hon. Members 
opposite. Suppose you put a duty, not for 
the purpose of protection—not at all—but 
for the purpose of gaining these advan- 
| tages—having something to give to your 
colonies—suppose you put a duty on 
these products, I suppose it will produce 
a very large revenue. We do not want 
that revenue for the normal expenditure 
of the country, therefore we shall have a 
large sum at our disposal. Then to whom 
shall we give that sum? In the first 
place, I ask who is going to pay the tax ! 
The working classes are going to pay 
three-fourths of it, because it is the 
calculation that in all taxes on consump- 
‘tion the poorer classes pay three-fourths 
and the well-to-do one-fourth. But the 
argument would be the same for any 
other proportion. That being so, accord- 
ing to my mind it is a matter of common 
justice that the working classes are 
entitled to every penny of the three- 
fourths ; and I would give them without 
the slightest hesitation tlte other one- 
‘fourth as well, because I have always 
‘held—it has always been part of my 
speeches on this subject of social reform 
—that while it would be absolute con- 
fiscation to put the cost of social reform 
wholly on the shoulders of one class, and 
'that the richer class, the minority, yet 


on the other hand it is fair and right that 
they should make a contribution in re- 
turn for the indirect advantages they 
gain from the great prosperity and con- 
|tentment of the country. Therefore I 
should consider that any Government 
| which imposed these duties—in addition 
| to all the collateral advantages to which 
'I have referred — would have a very 
large sum of money at their disposal, 
‘which they ought to and must devote 
‘to social reform. That led me to 


|say the other day that old-age pen- 


| sions or anything else which cost large 
|sums of money, which have hitherto 
‘seemed to me to be out of reach of 
| immediate practical politics, would be- 
|come practicable if this policy were 
That is another argument 

which hon. Gentlemen opposite will have 
'to meet. When I am talking to a 
} 
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working man and asking him to compare 
advantages and disadvantages, another 
argument —I tell it you in anticipation — 
will be, ‘“ Not only will you get back any 
benefits intended entirely and alone for 
you, but the whole sum you have paid 
you will get, in addition to the whole of 
what is paid by the richer classes.” That 
may or may not have any influence on 
the controversy ; but, at all events, the 
working man, in addition to any direct 
advantages he may get through increased 
trade and increased wages, will be enabled 
to press on the attention of this House a 
good number of social reforms, which at 
present cannot be considered with any 
advantage. 

This is a very large subject. 
said that this tax is not 
ally protective; but I do not want to 
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to the case of Canada, and that Govern- 
ment has not felt itself able to do any- 
thing. And I do not see how the 
German Government can until the 
Germar. people find out that they cannot 
wreak vengeance upon Canada without 
suffering to some extent in their own 
pocket. But there, again, do not let my 
noble friend go off with the idea that if 
I had a mandate to deal with this 
question I would go to Germany and 
clap on a big duty on every German 
product, and make this a protected 
country to the extent of every import 
Germany sent here. Not at all. I 
should go to Germany as a negotiator, 


'and say to her, ‘‘If you cannot meet 


I have | 
intention- | 


deny for a moment that incidentally, and | 


so far as it goes, it is protective. 
to say, you cannot put a duty on corn 
beyond a certain amount. I am_ getting 
into economics again. I know that some 
people contest very strongly how much 
of a duty is protective or not; but still, 


That is | 


I should say it would be generally | 


admitted that, if you were to put a con- 
siderable duty on corn, that would be to 
a certain ext@nt protection for the farmer, 
Although that is not the intention, I 
admit that it must be the consequence of 
the tax. And that will also justify some 
argument ; but it will not be in any case 
an unmixed evil. 
whatever that the state of agriculture has 
been, and is, a very serious question for 
this country. The continued reduction 
of our home food supply is a matter 


ance as to justify the appointment of 


There is no doubt | 


us in this, Iam afraid I shal! have to 
put a duty on that.” It would not be 


| necessary to affect the whole trade with 


Germany, or anything like it; and, of 
course, I should have to consider where 
I could put these duties with least 
danger to ourselves, and to bring home 
most effectively to the German mind 
the impolicy of their conduct towards 
Canada. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare. 
E.): You could refuse to collect 
Germany’s debts’ for the future. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I would re- 
mind the hon. Member that Ireland, his 
own country, has suffered perhaps even 
more seriousinjury than England. It has 
been the commonplace of Irish orators. 
especially of the Nationalist Party, to say 
that it was the brutal violence and op- 


which has been found of so much import- | pression of this country which imposed 


‘free trade upon Ireland, and which, 


therefore, has caused the destruction 


of agriculturein Ireland. While England, 


as a great commercial and industrial 


a Special Commission; and it is 
perfectly clear that anything which 
increases our home _ food — supply 
would have some advantages which | 


might be set against any disadvantages 


which accompany protection on articles | 


of food. That is really all I have to say 


in regard to so much of my speech as | 


referred to the prospect or possibility 


of preferential] rates with our colonies. | 


But there is the second question. How 
are we to defend our colonies? How 
“are we to operate in the case of Ger- 
many, for instance? What have we to 
sayto Germany? We havealready made 
representation after representation to 


the German Government with reference 
i 
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country, has benefited, Ireland has 
suffered out of all proportion. Whether 
that is true or not, I say incidentally 
that it is clear this question will be 
interesting to the constituents of the 
hon. Member. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg to 
say that when [ made aninterruption to 
the right hon. gentleman I offered no 
opinion on his very interesting sug- 
gestions. If you want to placate 
Germany you ought to reduce your 
fleet. 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I need not 
elaborate the point. It is absolutely 
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necessary that we should have power to. 


put duties on certain things if we are to 
retaliate in any way where our colonies 
are injured by the reprisals of foreign 
countries. There is only one other point 
that will have to be considered. Is it 
not conceivable that we shall have to 
defend our own trade against unjust 
competition—not against free exchange 
of commodities at their natural price, 
but against something which I believe is 
absolutely new and to which ! am afraid 
insufficient attention has been given up 
to the present time? Has the House 
considered what is the practical working 
of the great trusts which are now being 
formed in America, and in Germany, 
and on the Continent—the enormous 
aggregations of capital wielded by one 
man, by a single brain, and which can 
be brought to bear in the way of destroy- 
ing a particular industry in this country 
without running any risk whatever ? 
We are he one open market of the 
world. Weare the one dumping-ground 
of the world. Now what happens ! 
Let me try to make that clear. Let us 
suppose a manufacturer sells goods to 
the extent of £50,000 a year and makes 
a profit of £5,000. His fixed expenses 
would be probably £6,000. But now if 
he can increase his business and sell 
£100,000 his profits will be not merely 
£10,000, but they will be added to bythere- 
duction in the fixed expenses onthe second 
£50,000. His profits upon the £100,000, 
instead of being £10,000, will probably 
be £15,000; and the result of that is 
that he can afford to sell, as compared 
with his previous condition, his second 
£50,000, not only without profit but ata 
loss, Thatis what ishappening. In America 
the manufacturers are making and build- 
ing up their works, and when there is a 
boom, as there has been recently, the 


works are at once increased ; and, so long | 
as the home trade will take all the works | 


make, that is a most profitable arrange- 
ment for the manufacturers, and no 
goods come to this country. But the 
moment the boom is over, if to-morrow, 
there was a depression, say, in the iron 
trade, there is not the slightest doubt 
—it has been stated publicly by the 
President of that tremendous Steel and 
Iron Corporation, and it is actually being 
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done at this moment by the great 
German Trust—it is perfectly certain 
that quantities of iron will be put down 
in this country or the countries we are 
supplying at a price we cannot possibly 
contest. Remember that is the issue. 


An HON. MEMBER: So much the 
better. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. 
Member who is in a different line of 
business has no objection whatever to see 
manufacturers ruined. He has no objec- 
tion whatever, apparently; he says 
indeed—-so much the better. I say this 
result will occur, that, inasmuch as no 
manufacturer here can possibly stand a 
loss of that description for many years to- 
gether, his business will be ruined and 
the whole of the capital lost as well as the 
profit. It is not merely the loss of two 
or three years profit, but the whole of the 
capital goes into the scrap-heap. At all 
events, to my mind it is one of the most 
serious issues we have to deal with. Of 
one thing I am perfectly certain. In spite 

| of the hon. Member and of any decision 
given by the country, if it is raised in the 
country now, if there should be depression 
in some of the greatest industries, and this 
result should follow, nothing will prevent 
the people of this country from 
immediately imposing a duty which 
shall defend against such unfair com- 
petition a great and staple industry. 
Nothing will prevent the people of this 
country from immediately imposing a 
duty which shall defend against such 
unfair competition a great and stable 
industry. I think I have, at all events, 
indicated the lines on which my mind is 
moving and the discussion which I wish 
to raise—and which I promise the hon. 
Member I will raise—before the con- 

_ stituencies. 


*Mr. LOUGH: The right hon. gentle- 
man has told us that he is in favour of 
reciprocity and preferential treatment for 
the colonies. I think the right hon. 
Gentleman has been excessively candid, 
and that the House owes him a great 
debt of gratitude for the full statemeit 
he has given to us. The right hon. 
Gentleman gave us one or two definitions 
| which sounded very plausible, but only 
| because we did not receive them in 
| very critical spirit. He asked what 
free trade was ; but we are not talking of 
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free trade, but of a free trade tariff, which 
is a very different thing. He told us 
that free trade was the free interchange 
of commodities at their natural price ; 
but a free trade tariff is something quite 
different ; it means a tariff for the pur- 
pose of revenue only, and not for the 
purpose of protection. We were all 
delighted to hear the speech of the noble 
Lord the Member for Greenwich. That 
speech was perfectly disastrous to the 
scheme of the right hon. Gentleman. The 
ndble Lord said he hoped that for the next 
fifty years we would stick to the tariff this 
country had adopted—a tariff for the pur- 
pose of revenue only. For the first time 
in fifty years a leading Minister of the 
Crown, supported by the Prime Minister, 
has declared in favour of a tariff for the 
purpose of protection. That is a most 
momentous decision; and some protest 
ought to be made against it. The Colonial 
Secretary has been hurried into this 
decision by his desire to meet the wishes 
of the colonies. We all join in a spirit 
of that kind ; and I donot think that my 
hon. friend the Member for Carnarvon 
Boroughs was very kindly treated by the 
noble Lord the Member for Greenwich 
when he referred to the feeling we all 
have about the Empire. We love it just 
as warmly as hon. Gentlemen opposite ; 
and we might be allowed to carry on the 
discussion without being held up to 
contumely for the views we hold. I do 
not think the Colonial Secretary is 
treating his country very well in the 
manner in which he is carrying on the 
discussion. He said that Canada had 
asked for a preferential duty of a shilling 
on corn, and that we had not been able to 
make any reply to that application. That 
is a most unfair description. We have 
made a reply. We have taken off the 
shilling on corn to which Canada 
objected, and I suggest that that was a 
very friendly reply. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
think the matter is of the smallest 
importance ; but at the Conference the 
Colonial Premiers said, “ If you give us a 
drawback on this duty, we will discuss it 
with you further.” 


*Mr. LOUGH: I am much obliged to 
the right hon. Gentleman ; but I think he 
might in his reply have done much better 
for this country. We have taken off the 


Mr. Lough. 
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shilling duty, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man might have made a better answer 
than he did. We have taken off the 
shilling duty; and, to that extent, we 
have done something to meet Canada. 
This point exhibits the fallacy which under- 
lies the scheme of the right hon. Gentle- 
man. He told us that Canada gave us 
in 1898 a preference of 25 per cent. ; 
but the noble Lord the Member for 
Greenwich made a reply to that. He 
reminded the House that Canada was 
not forgetful of her own interests, and 
that she received a great advantage from 
this country by making this concession. 
If the right hon. Gentleman was willing to 
represent the policy of this country in a 
good light, he would have put it 
differently. The object Canada had in 
view in giving us a preferential tariff was 
not to benefit us, but to sell her own pro- 
duce. I find that during the last four 
years the exports from Canada of butter 
have increased 110 per cent., of cheese, 50 
per cent., of meat, 20 per cent., of hams, 
100 per cent., and of apples, 50 per cent. 
Therefore Canada has had a splendid 
return from this country for anything 
she has done in the way of giving 
fair treatment to our exports. The 
issue has been fairly stated by the 
Colonial Secretary. He claims that 
he will put on duties against Ger- 
many. The noble Lord the Member 
for Greenwich says, let us not get angry 
with Germany ; let us expostulate with 
Germany. I am in favour of the policy 
of the noble Lord ; it is more consistent 
with the traditions of this country 
than the new fiscal policy of the right 
hon. Gentleman. I believe we have had 
this afternoon a more productive debate 
than we have had for many a long day. 
The candour of the Colonial Secretary 
is greatly to be praised. He admitted 
that his policy meant adopting pre- 
ferential tariffs against foreign countries. 
Which is the first country we would 
strike? The United States. It is from 
that country that we receive the largest 
quantity of corn. The United States 
sends us twice as much food as any 
other country; and therefore, the 
first step will open a chasm between 
us and the United States—the other 
half of the Anglo-Saxon world. That 
will be the first of the fundamental 
follies this country will be led into 
if we follow this policy. The Prime. 
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Minister said that we are getting into a 
serious condition so far as our exports 
are concerned. He suggests that it has 
become difficult to carry on trade with 
civilised countries. A return recently 
issued shows that the export trade of this 
country with such nationsis not diminish- 
ing. It is growing ; and, therefore, there 
is not the slightest necessity for us to 
adopt a policy of this kind. The trade 
returns were never better. What, there- 
fore, is the reason why the Government 
is going in for this wild campaign? The 
reason is political ; and a word of protest 
ought to be uttered against it. I believe 
that, however speciously the Colonial 
Secretary may clothe his new doctrine, 
he will not be able to show the people 
of this country that it will be to their 
advantage to depart from the traditional 
policy of free trade. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: The 
statement of the Colonial Secretary is 
one of momentous importance and ab- 
sorbing interest ; and | hope the House 
will not think me presumptuous if I take 
the earliest opportunity of saying that I 
heard it with profound regret. I have read 
attentively the history of the great Home 
Rule crisis of 1886; and it seems to me 
that much injury might have been saved 
the Liberal Party, if all those who viewed 
the Home Rule policy of Mr. Gladstone 
with distrust and suspicion had taken 
the very earliest opportunity after its 
inception, of protesting against it in the 
most emphatic manner. Instead of that, 
they allowed themselves to slip from 
point to point; and then, when there 
the Party 


was no means of retreat, 

found itself committed to a_ policy 
which for twenty years has hung 
round its neck like a_ millstone. 


But I cannot say the system of pre- 
ferential tariffs which the Colonial Secre- 
tary has advocated this afternoon does 
or ought to inspire the Conservative 
Party with enthusiasm and still less the 
measures which are to carry it to success. 
It is obvious that we cannot discuss this 
matter now at great length. These are 
matters which must be dealt with in the 
prolonged course of what will be the 
greatest controversy in the history of 
ourcountry. But apart altogether from 
the merits of the question there are two 


considerations which I would most | 
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earnestly submit to the Government and 
the House of Commons. The first is 
this: you cannot stop, and the Colonial 
Secretary will not be able to stop if he 
desires to, at the simple system of pre- 
ferential tariffs. He will have to fight a 
fierce battle in which the manufacturers, 
fair traders, and agricultural pro- 
tectionists will be his supporters, and it 
is perfectly evident that their interests 
will have to be consulted at every stage. 
The idea of giving a preference to the 
colonies in matters which we must in 
any case tax for revenue, has now 
been extended toa definite proposal 
for the taxation of foodstuffs, and 
although it is perfectly clear that this 
proposal of protective duties on food will 
please agriculturists, or, at any rate, will 
please the bulk of them, what about the 
working man? And thus you are com- 
pelled to take a step forward and include 
old-age pensions in this scheme. The 
colonies will be pleased, no doubt, and 
the working classes may be placated by 
the promise of old-age pensions. The 
cost must, therefore, principally fall on 
the manufacturing tair traders, who 
will have to pay more ‘for labour, and 
who will, therefore, lose in neutral 
maryets. They will insist on some 
tangible return, and the only one possible 
will be an elaborate system of bounties 
and duties. This move means a change, 
not only in historic English Parties, but 
in the conditions of our public life. The 
old Conservative Party, with its religious 
convictions and constitutional principles, 
will disappear, and a new Party will 
arise like perhaps the Republican Party 
of the United States of America—rich, 
materialist, and secular—whose opinions 
will turn on tariffs, and who will cause 
the lobbies to be crowded with the 
touts of protected industries. What is 
the cause of this change? Never was 
the wealth of the country greater, or the 
trade returns higher, or the loyalty of 
the colonies more pronounced. Is it that 
we are tired of these good days? There 
is no popular demand for this departure. 
I do not know what popular demand 
or popular movement the Colonial Secre- 
tary with his great popularity and 
persuasive manners may not be able to 
excite, but at the present moment there 
is no demand whatever, and not for the 
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last 100 years has a more surprising 


departure been suggested. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I merely | 
rise to say that Ireland is the country | 
which more than any other has been | 
injured by free trade. It is perfectly 
true that the policy of free trade. 
adopted by this country injured it out 
of all proportion to the other parts of 
the Empire, and therefore I find no 
fault with the remarks of the Colonial 
Secretary, which were historically accu- 
rate. 1 merely rose to say that | 
think the proper way to deal with 
Germany if she injures Canada is to 
refuse to join Germany in the way in 
which we joined her in the question of 
Venezuela. I think there will be 
but one opinion as to the conduct 
of the Colonial Secretary in raising this 
question at this time, and that is, that 
his action is not calculated in any way 
to strengthen the Government of which 
he is a Member. What object he can 
have in raising this question now it is 
impossible to say, unless it be to wreck 
his Party. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): There are 
one or two facts in relation to the subject 
of this debate to which I desire to call 
the attention of the Prime Minister. In 
the first place, what is the reason for this 
change of policy? It is quite clear that 
the condition of the Empire has never 
been better. Has not the late war 
revealed a feeling between the colonies 
and the Empire far in excess of what 
anybody had imagined? Why, then, 
disturb that happy relationship? As to 
the question of trade, who is complain- 
ing? Who finds things wrong? The 
Prime Minister seems to have it in his 
mind that we are moving towards a 
difficulty that we are coming to an impasse, 
and that we must make a new departure. 
But what are these signs! In every 
direction our trade is extending, and if any 
theory was ever justified by results it 
was the theory of free trade. It has been 
said that in the North we have made 
a fetish of free trade. But had any 
worship answered so well or proved so 
successful and profitable as the worship of 
free trade’? I do not care to argue the 
matter as one of abstract theory ; I am 
prepared to defend it as a practical fact. 


Mr. Winston Churchill. 
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with this distress. 
|my own people who were not among the 
_poorestin those days. Even people of their 
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|The Under Secretary of the Board of 
Trade has spoken of our supremacy at the 
beginning of last century and has asserted 
that we have not the same supremacy now. 
But it is not merely a matter of supremacy; 
it is a matter of the volume of business 
done that we regard. I remember the 


condition of my own town of Bolton at 


the beginning of our supremacy. For 
Bolton it was a time of very great dis- 
tress. That town was then one-third the 
size it is now. Half the houses were 
empty, and the Government sent dowm a 
Commission to consider how best to cope 
I have heard from 


class did not get white bread more than 
once or twice a week. Those facts have 
burned themselves into the minds of the 


‘people of the North. The Prime Minister 


and the Colonial Secretary seemed to be 
haunted by the questionof freetrade. The 
Prime Minister gave us a definition of 
free trade as a free interchange of com- 
modities at natural prices. We define 
free trade as being the free reception 
of all goods coming to our shores. 
It is all very well to have free trade 


| with other people if they give you free 


trade in return, but the Prime Minister 
says we have not that interchange, and 
therefore we may question the wisdom of 
the policy. But we will accept a narrower 
definition of free trade. We are so con- 
vinced of the wisdom of free trade for 
ourselves that we will adhere to it if 
nobody else gives it. We are prepared 
to argue the question on the ground that 
free trade is the free reception of 
commodities from all countries at their 
natural price, excepting what charges may 
be necessary for revenue purposes. It is 
said that this country is made the 
dumping ground. All the better. I do 
not object to the baker and the grocer 
making my house the dumping ground 
for their goods ; I am extremely glad to 
have them. It must be borne in mind in 
these discussions that the case of England 
cannot be argued on the analogy of the 
United States or Germany. The United 
States is a cosmos in itself. We in the 
North of England are convinced that if 
the United States had adopted the policy 
of free trade we should have had a very 
hard time of it. Great as her prosperity 
has been it would have been ten times 


greater had she had a sound _ fiscal 
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system. Germany has secured her ad- 
vantage by blending a number of States 
which previously had separate tariffs. 
The idea that we should 
others because they shut us out is 
nonsense. This is not an _ abstract 
matter, and we can surely ask what is the 
matter. Is our business wrong? The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and his pre- 
decessor had been astounded at the ease 
with which they could raise revenue. Is 
our Empire wrong? Everybody acknow- 
ledges that never was it in a more 
successful condition than now. The 
Prime Minister may appreciate an 
historical illustration. Why did Athens 
fall? Because they mixed up fiscal 
tariffs with political motives. Why did 
the Empire of Rome break in pieces 4 
For the very same reason. Why is the 
colonial empire of France a failure ? 
Because of the same mixing up of fiscal 
and political theories. We do not want 
to be passionate, but if ever there has 
been a message to rouse our blood and 
make us fight this is one. We feel that 
not only is the welfare and the bread of 
our people concerned, not only the 
success of our trade, but also the happy 
brotherly love of the Empire, which will 
be displaced by a condition which may 
break the Empire in pieces. 


Mr. PEMBERTON (Sunderland) : 
The Prime Minister has told us that 
this matter was really only to be discussed 
in the future, but after the speech 
of the Colonial Secretary it is impossible 
not to feel that this programme—if it is 
a programme—is the programme of the 
Leaders of the Unionist Party now. 
Although the Colonial Secretary said it 
was not necessary to settle this at once, 
he also said you could not keep the 
colonies waiting long in a state of un- 
certainty, and | do not think those two 
remarks are quite consistent. The con- 
clusion one must come to is that if it is 
necessary for the future of the Empire, 
and the closer union of the different 
parts of the Empire, to have some kind 
of preferential tariffs, on the Colonial 
Secretary’s own showing that ought to 
be settled at once, and the issue put 
before the country. I do not think it 


possible at present to express any definite | 
opinion on the value of the programme, | 


but I do not wish it to be supposed that 
all members of the Conservative and 
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| Unionist Party, because they have been 


members of that Party in the past, 
necessarily approve of this programme. If 
we are to approach this question in a 
proper way we must disassociate our- 


| selves from that implication, and many 


others on this side hold the same view. 
What the future may bring forth, 
whether it will justify the adoption of 
this policy for which there is plenty of 
argument, I do not know, and at present 
we do not express any opinion upon it. 


MODERN ART IN TRELAND, 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 58.) called 
attention to the question of the develop- 
ment of art in Ireland. The present 
condition of the country was especially 
suitable for certain steps to be taken. 
During the last five or six years, largely 
as a result of the work of the Gaelic 
League, there had been a remarkable 
development of the literary and musical 
instincts of the people, and that work 
was also having astriking effect on the 
question of art. He desired to know 
whether the Government were prepared 
to help this movement. A number of 
artists of Irish descent had offered to the 
nation pictures to the value of £15,000, 
provided a proper site were given for a 
gallery of modern art, and wealthy and 
patriotic citizens were willing on the same 
condition to contribute money towards 
the cost of such a gallery. Hitherto the 
development of art had been greatly 
handicapped by the unfortunate position 
in which the school of art was placed. 
The Royal Hibernian Academy lay on the 
northern side of the city, which was 
practically a residential quarter no longer, 
and unless the Royal Hibernian Academy 
buildings were placed on a more suitable 
site it would be impossible properly to 
carry on the cultivation of art in Ireland. 
Could not the Government promise to 
grant suitablesites for thesetwo buildings? 
All Irishmen naturally desired that the 
artistic development of Ireland should 
proceed on national lines, they recog- 
nised that it could not be done on 
narrow principles. Art had an inter- 
national basis, and if their art students 
were to keep up with those of other 
nations it was necessary that they 
should have the best art brought to 
their doors. A collection of the works 
| of the best modern artists was absolutely 
| eaeential if any real progress was to be 
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made, and he understood the Dublin 
Corporation were willing to assist in this 
direction if only a site were provided. 
[rish students ought not to be forced to 
go abroad to lay the proper foundations 
of artistic culture, and he sincerely 
hoped what was really the only suitable 
site would be granted by the Govern- 
ment. Unless the present opportunity 
were availed of it would probably pass 
away for ever. He therefore entreated 
the Government to see whether in con- 
nection with the Dublin Public Offices 
Bill they could not arrange to set aside 
the small site necessary for the two 
purposes he had named. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. ELLiot, Durham) 
was afraid he could not add much 
to his remarks of the previous 
day. He deeply sympathised with the 
desires of the hon. Member. All would 
be prepared to do what they could to 
assist with the development and en- 
couragement of art in Ireland. At the 
same time it had to be remembered 
that the Bill to which the hon. Member 
had referred only contemplated the pro- 
vision of public offices in Dublin, and the 
erection of buildings for the Royal 
College of Science. For those purposes 
a large expenditure of 
necessary ; the amount had been fixed, 
and after careful consideration the 
Treasury had come to the conclusion it 
was not at present in a position to make 
a further advance. 


money was 


Mr. BOLAND said he was not asking 
that there should be any advance under 
the Bill, but that the site should be 
allocated in a slightly different way. It 
would be possible on the large site in 
Dublin to put a modern gallery. If only 
some promise were given that some part 
of the site would be given up for the 
Royal Hibernian Academy and a gallery 
of modern art, he should be quite 
satisfied. 


Mr. ELLIOT said he was not now in 
a position to make any promise, but the 
Mr. Boland. 
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questiou could be considered before the 
Committee. He had great sympathy 
with the objects of the hon. Member, 
but he could not see his way to give any 
definite pledge. 


THE WESTERN HIGHLANDS OF 
SCOTLAND. 

*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) said 
he desired to call the attention of the 
House to the increasing extension of 
deer forests in the Highlands of 
Scotland. As the leases of the sheep 
farms ran out instead of the land 
being placed at the disposal of the people 
for cultivation and grazing these farms 
were being turned into deer forests. 
What had the Congested Districts Board 
done to place these lands at the disposal 
of the people? There was abundance of 
land to be obtained, as was clearly shown 
by the Reports of the Royal Com. 
missions. Was it the intention of the 
Government to act on those Reports and 
place at the disposal of the people some 
of those lands? Compulsory powers 
ought to be given to the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board, and until they were obtained 
there would be no satisfactory settle- 
ment of the Highland Land Question. 
Perhaps there was more congestion 
in the Island of Lewis than in any other 
part of the Highlands of Scotland. He 
was sorry to detain hon. Members, but if 
the Scottish Office did its part it would 
be unnecessary for him todo so. The 
Government ought to take some action 
and look into these matters and not 
ignore the subject simply because it was 
a Highland question. During the late 
war the Highlands sent large numbers of 
soldiers to South Africa. Surely the High- 
land people were entitled to better treat- 
ment. If he could get a promise that 
the question would be dealt with on the 
lines of the Irish Land Bill he would 
be satisfied. Not long ago he asked 
the Secretary for Scotland by a 
Question in this House if the Scottish 
Office would arrange for an exhibition 
of home-spun tweeds, and was told in 
reply that if he would make all the 
necessary arrangements himself and 
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take the initiative something might be 
done. He should like to know what 
the officials of the Scottish Office and 
the Congested Districts Board were 
paid for. Arrangements ought to be 
made for providing hospital accom- 
modation in the Island of Lewis for the 


reception of cases of typhus and typhoid, | 


the miserable homes of the patients being 


unsuitable for their proper treatment | 


and isolation. He complained that it 
was difficult to find the officials at the 
Local Government Board Offices in 
Edinburgh when making a personal call 
relative to such matters. His experi- 
ence was to find the office doors locked. 
In regard to sanitary matters it was neces- 
sary that something should be done to 
remedy the shockingly insanitary condi- 
tion of the dwellings. The law in many 
parts of the congested area was absolutely 
ignored. He suggested that an in- 
spector should be sent down to insist 
upon the houses being kept in a sanitary 
state. Referring to the question of 
vaccination, he said the supply of lymph 
for Scotland was most unsatisfactory. 
Human lymph, which was prohibited in 
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| possible to enter into the details of the 
pane to which the hon. Member has 
referred. I think it is perhaps the less 
necessary to do so when one remembers 
| that a great many of the questions the 
hon. Member has touched upon were 
really matters which were discussed just 
this month last year, so that there has 
not been much room for a reversal of the 
policy which was then stated by my hon. 
/and learned friend the Lord Advocate. 
'The hon. Gentleman has referred to an 
| important fact, namely, the visit of the 
| Secretary for Scotland to the West High- 
lands. I am sure that is likely to 
result in benefit both in the administra- 
| tion of the law and in promoting the 
interest which the hon. Member has at 
heart. I would remind him, however, 
|that in regard to the providing of land 
| in connection with the administration of 
the Congested Districts Board, as has 
been more than once pointed out land 
is only valuable to those who are able 
to make use of it. I think that the 
policy of the Government in regard to 
that matter has been one in which the 
old Scotch proverb becomes true, ‘‘ The 





Engiand, was constantly used in Scotland | more haste the less speed.” The desire 
notwithstanding its condemnation by the | of those who are entrusted with the 
Royal Commission on Vaccination. He | administration of the law is that as much 
called attention to the practice of ap- | progress should be made in the matter 


pointing medical officers of health who had | #8 is consistent with the effective secur- 





notobtained the publichealth diploma, and 
suggested that those who received such 
appointments should hold the diploma, as 
that fact would afford some guarantee 
that they understood the work they had 
to perform. 


*THE SOLICITOR-GENERAL ror 
SCOTLAND (Mr. Scorr Dickson, 
Glasgow, Bridgton): I am afraid that at 
this hour of the evening it is hardly 


ing of the purpose in view. The hon. 
Member is aware that some property 
has been acquired, and the Government 
are in hope that further progress will be 
made in that direction, but I doubt 
exceedingly whether the giving to the 
Congested Districts Board compulsory 
powers would do much to promote the 
object to which the hon. Gentleman has 
referred. With regard to the Local 
Government Board, I am sorry that the 
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hon. Gentleman has been so unfortunate | 
when visiting the offices in Edinburgh. | 
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FISCAL POLICY OF THE COUNTRY. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 


I have been more lucky when I have Before we separate for the holidays, 


been there. 


| perhaps the Prime Minister will gratify 


| the somewhat legitimate anxiety felt on 


*Mr. WEIR: They knew you were, this side of the House, and answer a 


coming. 


question which has the merit that it can 


be answered by a simple “ Yes” or 


| ¢s No ” 


When the right hon. Gentleman 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: Astothe pro- | spoke I did not quite gather whether his 


vision of hospitals I, am aware that that 
matter is receiving the attention of the | 


| 


| views on fiscal policy were those of the 


Colonial Secretary, and, indeed, it is not 


Local Government Board, and they are | clear that he knew precisely what that 


doing a great deal to secure that the 
provision of hospitals all over the country | 
should be carried on more rapidly than 
hitherto. The securing of medical | 
officers of health with the public health | 
diploma is not a matter in regard to | 
which the Local Government Board can | 
possibly do much, because so much | 
depends on the pecuniary inducements | 
offered to medical men in the different | 
localities, and these are often not such as | 
to provide much temptation to them 
to obtain the diploma. The only 
other matter referred to by the hon. 
Gentleman was with regard to the: 
provision of vaccine lymph. I would 
ask him to allow me to refer him to 
what the Secretary for Scotland said a 
few weeks ago in Edinburgh, at a meeting | 
where the matter was considered. The 
Secretary for Scotland explained what 
was being done in this matter, and 
showed that the question was one 
which was receiving attention, and 
which really had been put on a foot- 
ing which left nothing to be desired 
in that respect. With regard to the 
question of land, the policy of the | 
Government remains as it has been, to | 
carry out the settlement of the people 


on the land as rapidly as the means at 


their disposal will allow. 
Mr. Scott Dickson. 


policy was. Since then we have had a 
valuable and interesting speech in which 
the Colonial Secretary has made his 
meaning clear. My question is are we 
to understand that these were the views 
of the Colonial Secretary in his indi- 
vidual and personal capacity, or were 


they the views of the Cabinet 4 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I cannot speak 


| again. 


ACCIDENTS IN MINES. 
Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) said he wished to call atten- 
tion to the necessity of legislation for the 


prevention of accidents in mines. 


*Mr.SPEAKER: Thisisnotan occasion 


for discussing the necessity of legislation. 


Acts of administration may be referred 
to, but the hon. Member cannot proceed 
to propose legislation. 


Resolved, That this House do now 
adjourn until Monday, 8th June.—(J/r. 
A. J. Balfour.) 


Adjourned at a quarter after 
Seven o'clock till Monday, 
Sth June. 





Semtucnes hha the Ad»...1... 


driticates 


oe & = 


er 
y> 


205 Private 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 8th June, 1903. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 





THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 
MEANS 
The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 


'NOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 
Bridgwater Gas Bill; Sutton Dis- 


trict Water Bill. Lords Amendments 
considered, and agreed to. 


revision by the Member, 


Blackheath and Greenwich District 
Electric Light Bill. Read the third time, 
= and passed. 


prdicates 


Zz Pelican and British Empire Life Office 
Bill [Lords}. Read the third time, and 

~ passed, without Amendment. 

> Wolverhampton and Cannock Chase 

> Railway (Extension of Time) Bill. Read 

~ the third time, and passed. 


Beckenham Urban District Council 
_ Bill; Cleveland and Durham County 
= Electric Power Bill [Lords]. As 
> amended, considered; to be read the 
— third time. 

Great Western Railway Bill. As 
> amended, considered; Amendments 
~ made; Bill to be read the third time. 
Grindleford, Baslow, and Bakewell 

Railway Bill; Hainault Forest Bill; 
Harrow and Stanmore Gas Bill [Lords] ; 
India Rubber, Gutta Percha, and Tele- 
graph Works Company Bill [Lords] ; 
London County Council (Money) Bill ; 
Milford Docks Bill [Lords]; Neath, 
Pontardawe, and Brynamman Railway 
Bill. As amended, considered; to be 
read the third time. 


North Eastern Railway Bill. As 
amended, considered; Amendments 
made; Bill to be read the third time. 
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Romford and District Tramways 
Bill. As amended, considered; to be 
read the third time. 


South Wales Mineral Railway Bill 
[Lords],"{not amended], considered; to 
be read the third time. 


Staffordshire and Worcestershire 
Canal Bill [Lords]; Wellington (Salop) 
Gas Bill [Lords]; Wood Green Urban 
District Council Bill. As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time. 


Dudley, Stourbridge, and District 
Tramways Bill [Lords]; Scunthorpe 
Urban District Water Bill [Lords]; 
Shepshed Urban Gas Bill [Lords| ; 
Somerset and District Electric Power 
Bill [Lords]. Read a second time, and 
committed. 


Forth Navigation Order Confirmation 
Bill, considered ; to be read the third 
time upon Wednesday. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 2). Bill to confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders made by the Board of 
Trade under the General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Dawlish, 
Bude, and Sandown, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Bonar Law and Mr. 
Gerald Balfour. 


Ordered, That Standing Order 193 
be suspended, and that the Bill be read 
the first time. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill. ‘To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders made by the Board of 
Trade under the General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Dawlish, 
Bude, and Sandown,” presented accord- 
ingly, and read the first time; to be 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 233.] 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 3). Bill to confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders made by the Board of 
Trade under the General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Aultbea, 
and Pennan, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Bonar Law and Mr. Gerald 
Balfour. 


H 
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Ordered, That Standing Order 193a | 


be suspended, and that the Bill be read 
the first time. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 3) Bill. “To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders made by the Board of 
Trade under the General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Aultbea 
and Pennan,” presented accordingly, 
and read the first time; to be referred 
tothe Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 234.] 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 4). Bill to confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders made by the Board of 
Trade under the General Pier and Har- 
bour Act, 1861, relating to Sligo, 
Limerick, and Dundalk, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Bonar Law and Mr. 
Gerald Balfour. 


Ordered, That Standing Order, 1934 
be suspended, and that the Bill be read 
the first time. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill. “To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders made by the Board of 
Trade under the General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Sligo, 
Limerick and Dundalk,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time; to 
be referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
{Bill 235.] 


* Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 5). Bill to confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders made by the Board of 
Trade under the General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Bos- 
combe and Bournemouth, Carnarvon, 
Gorleston, Herne Bay, and Avoch, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Bonar 
Law and Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


Ordered, That Standing Order 193a 
be suspended, and that the Bill be read 
the first time. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill. ‘To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders made by the Board of 
Trade under the General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Bos- 
combe and Bournemouth, Carnarvon, 
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Gorleston, Herne Bay, and Avoch,” 
presented accordingly, and read the 
first time ; to be referred to the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills, 


and to be printed. [Bill 236.] 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 6). Bill to confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders made by the Board of 
Trade under the General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Truro 
and Salen (Mull), ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Bonar Law and Mr. Gerald 
Balfour. 


Ordered, That Standing Order 193A 
be suspended, and that the Bill be read 
the first time. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) Bill. ‘To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders made by the Board of 
Trade under the General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Truro 
and Salen (Mull),” presented accord- 
ingly, and read the first time; to be 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills and to be printed. 
[Bill 237. ] 


PETITIONS. 


BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Hawick, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE BILL. 


Petition from East Dulwich, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


COUNTY COURTS JURISDICTION 
EXTENSION BILL. 
Petition from Isle of Wight, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER 
BILL. 


Petitions against : from Stockton-on- 
Tees; and Leicester ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER 
BILL, AND LICENSING LAW (COM- 
— FOR NON-RENEWAL) 


Petition from Oldham, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
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LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION FOR 
NON-RENEWAL) BILL. 

Petition from Stockton-on-Tees, 
against ; to lie upon the Table. 


Returns, 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


Petition from Leith, for alteration ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


Petition from Govan, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 
Petition from East Dulwich, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
PORT OF LONDON BILL. 
Petitions against (praying to be heard 
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| PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS (WHITSUN- 
TILDE RECESS). 

| The following Papers, presented by 
|Command of His Majesty during the 
Whitsuntide recess, were delivered to 
the Librarian of the House of Commons 
during the recess, pursuant to the Stand- 
ing Order of the 14th August, 1896 :— 


Reports, &e. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies of Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2987 to 
2990. 


TREATY SERIES (No. 8, 1903). 


Copy of Protocol between the United 
| Kingdom and the United States of 
| Venezuela relating to the settlement of 
| British Claims and other matters ; signed 
'at Washington, 13th February, 1903 ; 
| together with agreements for the reference 





by Counsel): from Parliamentary Com- | of certain questions to the Permanent 
mittee of the Trade Union Congress;| Court of Arbitration at the Hague, and 
Wandsworth and Putney Gas Light | for the decision of the claims by a Mixed 





and Coke Company ; Commissioners of 


Sewers for Lombard’s Wall to Gravesend | 


| Commission ; 


signed at 
7th May, 1903. 


Washington, 


Bridge ; Public Wharfingers and others | 


in the Port of London: Commissioners | 
of Sewers for the Havering and Rainham | 


and other levels; Commissioners of 
Sewers from Gravesend Bridge to Sheer- 
ness; Company of Proprietors of the 
Grand Junction Canal; Kent and 
Essex Brickmasters’ 
chants’ Protection Association ; Com- 
missioners of Sewers for the levels of 
Fobbing and other places ; Association 
of Master Lightermen and Bargeowners 
of the Port of London; and William 


Cory & Son, Limited; referred to the 


Select Committee on the Bill. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL. 
Petitions in favour: from Kettering ; 


and Flint Mer. | 


COLONIES. 


Copy of Papers relating to the Investi- 

| = of Malaria and other Tropical 

| Diseases, and the Establishment of Schools 
of Tropical Medicine. 


AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS 
(IRELAND). 


Copy of Agricultural Statistics of 
Ireland, with detailed Report for the 
' year 1902. 


PUBLIC RECORDS, 


Copy of Sixty-fourth Annual Repor: 
_of the Deputy-Keeper of the Public 
| Records. 


Droylsden ; King’s Lynn ; Springburn ; | 


Harleston ; and Broxbourne ; to lie upon 
the Table. 
PUBLIC LIBRARIES. 


Petition from Gillingham, for altera- 
tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BRITISH SOUTH AFRICA (TAXATION 
OF NATIVES). 
Return [presented 28th May] to be 
[No. 184.] 


printed. 


EXPLOSIVES. 


Copy of Twenty-seventh Annual Report 
of His Majesty’s Inspectors of Explosives, 
being for the year 1902. 


Ordered, That the said Papers do lie 
upon the Table. 


CORPORAL PUNISHMENT. 
| Return presented, relative thereto 
/ [Address 7th May—r. Lloyd Morgan) ; 
| to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
|No. 185.] 
H 2 
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EXPERIMENTS ON LIVING ANIMALS, | 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 26th May—Mr. Cochrane] ; to | 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | 
[ No. 186. ] 


Returns, 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
SURREY). 

Copy presented, of Order made by the | 
County Council of the County of Surrey, 
ordering that a second polling place be 
provided for the Parish of Godstone at 
Blindley Heath [by Act] ; to lie upon the | 
Table. | 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION 
ACTS, 1881 AND 1892. 

Copy presented, of Thirty-ninth 
Annual Report on Alkali, etc., Works 
by the Chief Inspector, being for 1902 
[by Act}; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 187.] 


DUBLIN METROPOLITAN POLICE. 

Copy presented, of Statistical Tables 
for the year 1902 (by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD 
(IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Twelfth Report of 
the Board, being for the year ending 
31st March, 1903 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Rule made by the 
Intermediate Education Board for Ireland 
appointing the places at which examina- 
tions shall be held for 1903 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (RULES). 

Copy presented, of Rule made by the 
Irish Land Commission as to Assistant 
Commissioners, dated the 18th May, 
1903 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


STRIKES AND LOCK-OUTS. 

Copy presented, of Report by the Chief 
Labour Correspondent on the Strikes and | 
Lock-outs of 1902, and on Conciliation 
and Arbitration Boards [by Command] ; | 
to lie upon the Table. 


EMIGRATION AND IMMIGRATION. 


Return presented, relative thereto | 
[ordered 27th May—Mr. Bonar Law); | 
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to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 188.] 


INEBRIATES ACT, 1898, PRISONS 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1877, AND SECRE- 
TARY FOR SCOTLAND ACTS, 1885-1889. 
Copy presented, of Rule made by 

the Secretary for Scotland as to the 

appointment of a visiting Committee to 
the State Inebriate Reformatory at 

Perth [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 
Copy presented, of Draft Customs 


'Union Convention agreed to by repre- 


sentatives of the British Colonies and 
Territories in South Africa at a Con- 
ference at Bloemfontein in March, 1903 
{by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


ALIENS (NATURALISATION) (TRANS- 


VAAL AND ORANGE RIVER COLONY) 
Return presented, relative thereto 
{Address 20th May—MMr. John Ellis] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 189.] 

VICTORIA (THE CONSTITUTION 
ACT, 1903.) 

Copy presented, of the Constitution 
Act, 1903 (Victoria) [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 


[No. 190.] 


NATIONAL PORTRAIT GALLERY. 

Copy presented, of Forty-sixth Annual 
Report of the Trustees of the National 
Portrait Gallery, 1902-3 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL. 
Copy presented, of Returns relating to 
the Council up to 31st March, 1903, with 
Estimate of Expenditure for the year 
ending 31st March, 1904 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 191.] 


IMPERIAL INSTITUTE ACCOUNT. 


Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 26th May, 1903, directing that the 


Imperial Institute Account shall be 


audited by the Comptroller and Auditor- 


| General [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATIONS. 


Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 23rd May, 1903, declaring that 
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for the due and efficient discharge of the 
duties of the office of Third Assistant to 
the Chief Crown Solicitor for Ireland, 
professional or other peculiar qualifica- 
tions not ordinarily to be acquired in the 


Questions. 


Public Service are required |by Act]; to | 


lie upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 


Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 13th May, 1903, declaring that 
Joseph Woolverton, Royal Laboratory, 
War Office, was appointed without a 
Civil Service certificate. through inad- 
vertence on the part of the Head of his 
Department [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk | 


of the House :— 


LOCAL LOANS FUND. 


Accounts of the Commissioners for 
the reduction of the National Debt in 
respect of the capital and income of the 
Local Loans Fund for the year ended 
31st March, 1902; with report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor-General 
thereon [by Act]; to be printed. 
[No. 192.] 


IRISH LAND BILL. 


Return ordered, “giving the text of 
the Enactments to which reference is 
made in the Irish Land Bill.”—(J/r. 
Wyndham.) 


Return presented accordingly ; to lie | 


upon the Table, and to be printed 
[No. 193.] 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL [Lorps}. 
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PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 

Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the proposals con- 
tained in the Provisional Orders included 
in the Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 3) Bill.” —(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BLLL. 

Gopy ordered, “of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the proposals con- 
tained in the Provisional Orders included 
in the Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 4) Bill.”—(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 

Copy ordered “of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the proposals con- 
tained in the Provisional Orders included 
in the Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 5) Bill.” —(Mr. Bonar Law.) 





PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 

Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the proposals con- 
tained in the Provisional Orders included 
in the Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 6) Bill.” —(J/r. Bonar Law.) 





QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


New Workhouse at Tetbury. 
Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 


(Wiltshire, Cricklade) : To ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board if 
any steps have yet been taken in regard 
to the construction of a new workhouse 
at Tetbury ; and if it is proposed to hold 
| a local inquiry. 








Copy ordered, ‘‘of Memorandum | 
stating the nature of the proposals con-; (Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
tained in the Provisional Orders included | guardians submitted for my approval 
in the Pier and Harbour Provisional | plans for the erection of a new work- 
Orders (No. 1) Bill [Lords].”—(J/r. Bonar | house on a site comprising that of the 
Law.) | present building, with some adjoining 
‘land. On the 23rd of last month [| 
PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL | informed the guardians that the erection 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. ‘of a workhouse on this limited and 
Copy ordered ‘of Memorandum stat- | inconvenient site would probably cost as 
ing the nature of the proposals contained | much as a new workhouse on an 
in the Provisional Orders included in the | altogether fresh site, and I pointed out 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders to them that their scheme was otherwise 
(No. 2) Bill."—(Mr. Bonar Law.) open to objection in that the area at 
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their disposal would not admit of a/| 
desirable arrangement of the buildings 
or the possibility of any extension in the 
future, and that the confined character 
of the existing yards would be maintained. 
In view of those objections I requested 
the guardians to reconsider the matter, 
and [ am awaiting a further communica- 
tion from them on the subject. I do. 
not propose that a local inquiry should | 
be held at the present time. 
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another place on 5th May, contain infor- 
mation bearing upon the hon. Gentle- 
man’sQuestion. It would not be for the 
public interest that I should make any 
further reply. 


Questions. 


Chinese and Black Labour in the Trans- 
vaal Mines. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: To ask the 

Secretary of State for the Colonies 

whether he is aware that certain persons 


;in the Transvaal are engaged in negoti- 


Rates in Support of Secondary Schools. 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): | 
To ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Education whether he will ascertain | 
what county or county borough councils 
in England have resolved to levy 
rates for the support of secondary. 
schools under the powers conferred upon | 
them by The Education Act, 1902. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) | 
County and county borough councils 
will probably not levy rates for the 
support of secondary schools until they | 
have ascertained how far the residue | 
under the Local Taxation (Customs and. 
Excise) Act is insufficient for the 
purpose. This information is not at | 
present in the possession of the Board, | 
but a Return will be furnished as in 
previous years as to the expenditure of 
local authorities under this head show- | 
ing the amount derived from rates. | 


British Rights in Southern Persia. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): | 
To ask the Under Secretary of State for | 
Foreign Affairs what are the rights 
possessed by His Majesty’s Government | 
in southern Persia that are admitted by 
that country; are these rights to be' 
found in any agreement signed by) 
Persia ; and do they include the right of | 
His Majesty's Government to forbid the | 
grant of Persian territory for coaling | 
stations and ports to any other Power. 


(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) My reply 
to the hon. Member for Barnsley on 
23rd February? and to the hon. Gentle- 
man himself on 27th May,} and the state- | 
ment made by Lord Lansdowne in | 


+ See (4) Debates, exviii., 484. 


See page 12. 


|ations with agents to obtain from the 


Congo State blacks for the Transvaal 
mines; and whether he is prepared to 
give an assurance that no contracts will 
be allowed to be concluded by individuals 
in the Transvaal either to import further 
black labour or Chinese labour into the 
Transvaal under contracts until this 
House has expressed its approval. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
No, Sir, | have no knowledge of any 
such negotiations. The question of the 
supply of labour in the Transvaal is 
receiving the careful consideration of 
His Majesty’s Government, and this 
House will have the usual opportunities 
of discussing any action which the 
Government may take in the matter. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Sale of War Stores—Disease Infected 
Blankets. 

Sir THOMAS DEWAR (Tower 
Hamlets, St. George’s): I beg toask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
has yet received from the General Officer 
Commanding in South Africa a report 
explaining the circumstances under 
which discarded hospital blankets were 
sold in South Africa ; will he state the 
result of the inquiry, the number of 
blankets sold, and the amount which 
they realised; and, in the interest of 
public health, will he consider the ex- 
pediency of issuing instructions that all 
stores composed wholly or in part of 
textile fabrics which have been’ used in 
the field, whether in hospital or other- 
wise, shall be carefully disinfected before 
they pass out of the hands of the military 
authorities. 





+See (4) Debates, eXXi., 1343. 
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THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The General Officer Com- 
manding, South Africa, reports that in 
October last, owing to the rapid de- 
mobilisation of the troops, an enormous 
stock of unwashed general service 


{8 JunE 1903} 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lone, Bristol, 8.): I sent a circular 
letter to about 200 sanitary authorities 
in England and Wales, in whose districts 
| it was reported that some of the blankets 
| referred to had been received, and advised 
blankets, returned to store by the troops | them as to the measures which should 
on demobilisation, was stored at the| be adopted in order to safeguard the 
Cape Town Ordnance Stores, stacked in | public against any possible infection from 
the open under tarpaulins. Efforts | the blankets. I have not received reports 
were made to have these washed and from all the authorities; but, so far as 
properly stored, but meanwhile the my information goes, I have every 
stacks took fire by spontaneous combus- | reason to be satisfied with the action 





tion and endangered the entire ordnance | 
depot. Prompt action became impera- | 
tive, and the chief ordnance officer gave | 
instructions for large numbers of those | 
in the worst condition to be destroyed | 
by fire, and accepted tenders for the | 
sale of 80,000, provided they were re- 
moved within three days. These | 
blankets were not unserviceable, though | 
they had not been washed. The amount 
realised by the sale was £1,495. Medical 
officers have, under the regulations, 
power to destruy any articles of public 
property on sanitary grounds, and are 
expressly ordered to disinfect all soiled | 
bedding which has been in contact with | 
the sick. I am not prepared to issue so | 
wide an order as that suggested—that 
all textile fabrics which have been used 
in the field should be disinfected before 
being sold. As previously stated, the 
ordnance and medical regulations con- 
tain clear instructions as to the disposal 
of cond-mned or infected articles ; and I 
also issued special orders forbidding the | 
sale in South Africa of any textile article | 
which might convey infection. There | 
appears to have been an error of judg. | 
ment on the part of the responsible | 
officer, who had otherwise done excellent | 
service. The military authorities are in- 
vestigating the matter. 


Str THOMAS DEWAR: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether the hospital blankets | 
which reached this country from South | 
Africa as discarded War Office stores 
have yet been traced in the towns in 
the provinces to which they were dis- | 





taken in the matter. 


Discarded Military Tents. 

Sir THOMAS DEWAR: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
will state the number of discarded 
military tents which have been sold in 
South Africa, and the amount which 
they realised ; were they disinfected, and 
were they sold by tender or by public 
auction; and will he also state the 
number of hospital tents sold, and say 


| whether any, and, if so what, steps were 
| taken to secure their disinfection. 


Mr. BRODRICK: About 2,760 tents 
are known to have been sold, of which 
only four were hospital marquees. 
They were sold by auction and tender. 
The amount realised was £970. Under 
the medical regulations medical officers 


| are authorised to destroy public property 


on sanitary grounds when necessary, and 
are also in possession of stringent in- 
structions regarding disinfection. I have 
no reason to suppose these instructions 
were disregarded. 


John Bright’s Statue. 
Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): I beg to ask the hon. 


Member for West Derbyshire, as re- 
presenting the First Commissioner of 
Works, whether he will arrange for 
the statue of the late Right Hon. John 
Bright to be placed in the position 
now occupied by the bust of Oliver 
Cromwell. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH (Derby- 





tributed ; and can he say whether the| shire, W.): The position now occupied 
local authorities have in every case taken | by this fine bust of Oliver Cromwell, 
steps to secure the destruction or dis-| the work of Bernini, was very carefully 
infection of these infected blankets. selected, and the proportions of the 
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pedestal were specially designed with | servitude; and what steps His Majesty's 
regard to it. The First Commissioner | Government proposes to take in the 
would deprecate its removal to another | matter. 
site. ¢ 
' . *THeE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
Worn Silver Coinage. THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Sm JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg | Akers-Dova.as, Kent, St. Augustine’s) : 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer | The information desired by my hon. 
whether his attention has been called | and gallant friend could not be obtained 
to the worn condition of the small| without calculations of an elaborate 
silver coins of the late reign; and| nature which, even if practicable, would 
whether he will direct the minting of| not, in my opinion, serve any public 
new coins to replace those now in| purpose. All the salient facts on the 
circulation. subject have been carefully laid before 
| the Royal Commission and will appear 
*Tae CHANCELLOR or tHE EX-|in the minutes of evidence. 
CHEQUER (Mr. RuitcHre, Croydon): 

Worn silver ; coin is withdrawn | & Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Is the 
Engla _—, Prk 7“ ype 7 | sum spent in maintaining these prisoners 
nd, and latterly the rate of) } er annum ? 
withdrawal has been increased. The | ee 
Bank are always prepared to receive | ee , 
worn silver coin from bankers on the|, *Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I will make 

same terms as coin which is in good | quiries. 

condition; the withdrawal, therefore, 
of larger quantities of worn coin| gimp HOWARD VINCENT: Can the 
depends in a great measure on them. | yight hon. Gentleman give any hope of 
As the Bank hold ready for issue small | legislation on the subject this session 4 
silver coin to the amount of £425,000, | 


there is no necessity to direct special! *\¥p AKERS DOUGLAS: No, Sir. 
minting operations. 








Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): Oliver Cromwell's Bust. 
Has the right hon. Gentleman observed) Mr. CLAUDE HAY: I beg to ask the 
the scarcity of shillings and sixpences, hon. Member for West Derbyshire, as 
and the superabundance of two shilling representing the First Commissioner of 
pieces and half-crowns 3 Works, if he will explain why the name 
of the donor is inscribed upon the 
*Mr. RITCHIE: Yes; that arises, I} pedestal of the bust of Oliver Cromwell, 
think, from considerations of convenience | and why the name of the donor or 
in giving change. People prefer to| names of the donors of all other busts 
give it in large pieces. I should be/or statues is or are not inscribed upon 
delighted to issue as many sixpences | the respective pedestals. 
and shillings as there may be any 


demand for. Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: In the 
. ants case of the bust of Oliver Cromwell the 
Alien Criminals. donor was a single individual who 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, desired his name to be associated with 
Central) : I beg to ask the Secretary of | the gift. In the other cases there were 
State for the Home Department if he |# number of subscribers who expressed 
will state the approximate cost of main- | 20 such wish. 
taining in His Majesty’s prisons the | 
3,449 aliens who were sentenced to im-| Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
prisonment for crimes committed in| Thanet): I should like to know whether 
England and Wales in the twelve! it is the case that persons who wish to 
months ending 3lst March, 1903, in| advertise themselves in this way are 
addition to sixty-two sentences to penal entitled to do so. 
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SUPPLY [lltn Atiorrep Day.] | 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) | 


Kevenue Dept. Estimates, 222 
that it was retailed as English milk, and 
the consumer was thus defrauded by 
paying a higher price. He failed to 
understand the anxiety of the Govern- 


'ment to protect the foreign trader in 


[Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in 
the Chair. } 
CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE. | 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 
REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 


1. Motion made and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£563,000, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the | 
3lst day of March 1904, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Customs Depart- 
ment.” 


*S$ir EDWARDSTRACHEY (Somerset- | 
shire, S$.) movedthe reduction of thesalary 
of the Chairman of the Board of Customs 
by £100 in order to call attention to the 
refusal of the Board to give information 
as regards the names and addresses of 
persons to whom foreign milk was con- 
signed in this country and by whom it | 
was sold. The Committee might think 
this a trifling matter, but he held that 
the British Dairy Farmers’ Association, 
on whose behalf he was raising the 
question, were just as much entitled to 
find out who imported and sold this 
milk, as were those who desired that the 
sellers of foreign meat should declare | 
themselves, or as sellers of manu- 
factured foreign- made goods were 
known. He did not want to prevent 
foreign milk from being sold in this 
country, but he submitted that the 
purchaser had the right to know 
whether he was buving English or 
foreign milk. The milk ought to be im- 
ported under proper restrictions. Home 
dairy farmers were subject to strict rules 
as to inspection and registration, but this 
milk might, for all they knew, come from 
insanitary dairies or it might be left 
standing on wharves under insanitary 
conditions. The risks of infection | 
were consequently great. At present it 
was unknown to the Customs or the, 


seller or consumer under what} 
conditions, sanitary or  insanitary, | 
this foreign milk was produced. | 


Further than that it was quite possible , 


this matter, and he did urge that the 
Board of Customs, in the interests of 
the health of the public, might well give 
the information as to who were the 
consignees of this milk, so that people 
might know when they were buying 


milk produced under safeguards in the 


interest of public health, or foreign 
milk, in respect of which they had no 
guarantee. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


'**That Item A (Salaries) be reduced 


by £100, in respect of the salary of the 


Chairman.” —(Sir Edward Strachey.) 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Etviot, Durham) 
was understood to deny that the Govern- 
ment were in favour of foreign milk 
being put on the market under more 
favourable conditions than English milk. 


' The Government were in favour of good 


food being put on the market from what- 
ever direction it mightcome. Hedid not 
think it was the duty of the Govern- 
ment, without legislation, to cause to 
be put over a man’s Shop a statement 
as to where he got his goods from. 
The hon. Member would have rested 
his case on a surer basis if he had 
brought forward any specific cases 
where injury had been done. 


*Sir EDWARD STRACHEY: My 
complaint lies in a nutshell. The 
Board of Customs absolutely refuse to 


|give the names and addresses of those 


who import foreign milk into this 
country. I want to know why they 
refuse it, and in whose interest they 
do so. 


Mr. ELLIOT: It is not their duty 
to do so. If, however, the hen. 


| Member will talk the matter over with 


me, and if he can place before me 
any cases in which milk is complained 
of, I will see what can be done. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said he was very glad to hear from the 
Secretary to the Treasury, the sole 
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representative of the Government | supplied with the best of milk. It was 
present, that they would welcome the) said that no complaints had been made 
importation of food from whatever | against the quality of this foreign milk ; 
quarter it came. But he was bound to| but what he desired was to have every 
confess that the hon. Gentleman’s state- | possible guarantee that a food so closely 
ment was not at all consistent with the connected with the health of the people 
action of the President of the Board of | should be absolutely fresh and of the 
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Trade in introducing a Bill giving, 
power to absolutely prohibit the ‘im- 
portation of sugar under certain circum- 
stances dictated by a foreign Commis- 
sion sitting at Brussels. He thought it | 
was an unreasonable request to ask for | 
the names and addresses of persons who | 
imported foreign milk. It was asking 
the Commissioners of Customs to go| 
beyond their proper duty in a matter in | 
which they had no concern, and with 
which they were not competent to deal. | 
[t was not a matter for the executive 
Government to deal with the importa- 
tion of foreign foods by way of prohibi- | 
tion, or by way of setting up signs to 
frighten the importer of foreign articles. 
He was not aware that the quality of the | 
milk was complained of. 


*Sir EDWARD STRACHEY: Some. 
has been seized on account of its 
quality. | 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he could | 
quite understand the Customs authori- | 
ties having power to stop the importa- | 
tion of bad milk, but the proposal of | 
the hon. Member was that all foreign | 
milk, good or bad, siould be dealt with | 
in an exceptional manner, and he should | 
therefore resist the Amendment. 


Captaris NORTON (Newington, W.) | 
supported the Amendment. As a Lon- | 
don Member representing a crowded | 
constituency, where naturally great | 
quantities of milk were consumed, he 
claiined that the people had a right to | 
know where their milk supply came | 
from. They thought they were Justified | 
in asking that the Government should | 
do all in its power, not simply to benefit | 
the farmers throughout this country, | 
but to give to the consumers of milk | 


best quality, and not stale and poor. 
Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.) 


said that no complaint had been made 
that the foreign milk was impure. They 
had been told that some had been seized 
because it was bad, and surely there 
could be no complaint on that ground. 
This, he wished to point out, was a 
proposal to reduce the salary of a public 
official because he declined to do that 
which by law he had no power to do. 
Sir Henry Primrose was not empowered 
by law to take the course which was 
suggested, and they ought not therefore, 
to punish him for refusing to act 
illegally. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said he 


| had listened to the debate with surprise. 


This was a proposal to brand as inferior 
anything imported from abroad in the 
way of food. That was a strange 
nostrum to come from a Party which 
professed to have a desire to do away 
with everything that had the least 
semblance of protection about it. He 
objected to the suggestion made by the 
mover of the Amendment that the 
names and addresses of importers of 
milk should be supplied. There was 


/no ground for imposing a restriction 


because of the fear that milk might 
possibly have been tainted in course of 
transit from abroad. It was not 
alleged that this milk was adulterated 
in any way. He did not think the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn had treated the 
Secretary to the Treasury fairly in his 
interpretation of his remarks. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I did not 
put any construction on histwords. I 
only pointed out that he held certain 
views and that the Government held 


some protection against having foisted | other views. 


on them foreign milk which might have 
been produced under insanitary condi- 
tions, or had been left standing on 
insanitary wharves. It was important 
that the rising generation should be 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


Mr. COHEN suggested there was no 
parallel between the cases of milk and 
sugar. One was ataxed article, the other 
was not, and he hoped it never would be. 
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He believed there was no ground what-| * Mr. MACONOCHIE(Aberdeenshire, 
ever for putting any statutory regulation | E.) was sure that many Members on both 
on the importation of such a necessary | sides of the House sympathised with the 
article of food, which he believed could | mover of the Amendment, so far as he 
not be produced in sutticient quantities desired to secure pure articles of food. 
in this country. If it was true that the milk that came 
over here was adulterated there was no 

Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) | "eason why they should not stop it, but 
said that he had never given a Pro- if they took into consideration the fact 
tectionist vote in the course of his life, | that the Chairman of the Board of Cus- 
and he did not regard this as a question toms had no power whatever to give the 
of protection. It was a subject affecting information asked for without a special 
the public health, and when he was Act of Parliament, he thought it was a 
President of the Local Government trifle unreasonable for Sir Edward 
Board there was reason to believe that | >*Tachey to press this Motion. It ap- 
some of the preservatives used in milk peared to him that the whole of Sir 
were deleterious to the public health. IE | Edward Strachey’s argument went to 
the hon. Member opposite went to a | prove that he sympathised with the views 


Miclekems tin Geiealaiie Ga aie t hi of some Members of the House in the 
wa sasilaiaatae hint pport iim. | shape of protection, and in trying to stop 


| supplies which might increase the food of 
| the people. 





Mr. LOUGH ((Islington, W.) thought 
the Chairman of the Board of Customs 
had been a little hardly dealt with in this | *Sirn EDWARD STRACHEY : Abso- 
matter as no rule empowering names and | jj; 41, lin contrary in ten Slee 
addresses to be given could either be laid| . ev) ee “ger: 2 
down or carried out without having con- | ae ns ay ee ie 

spare “Sd ~ | Committee would recognise his object in 
sequences which the House certainly | ., qoine at the present moment 
could not approve. The hon. Member | ” : 
had not met the Financial Secretary; + fp MACONOCHIEdid not want to 

. 3 = = r ’ ? - he « - ~ av c 
quite fairly. The hon, Gentleman had | misrepresent the hon. Member, but they 
offered to confer with him with regard to |had the idea on the Government side of 
any abuse that might exist, and surely he 


7 : . © the House that that was the way his 
ought to be satisfied with that promise. | argument inclined. He (Mr. Maconochie) 
They ought not to pass any reflections on | y2. sure, after the undertaking given by 
the Board of Customs in connection with | the Secretary to the Treasury that he could 
that matter. "not very well give the information sought. 
Sir Edward Strachey would withdraw 

*Sir EDWARD STRACHEY said that | from his position, for he could not hold 
he would not press his Amendment if he that they should deliberately propose 
were given an opportunity of rais- that the Chairman of the Board of Cus- 
ing the question on Report, should the | toms should break the rule which he had 
Financial Secretary on consideration of no power to override without a special 
the matter decide that he could not assent Act of Parliament. 
to giving the names and addresses of the | 
importers of this milk. 


*Sir EDWARD STRACHEY said that, 
‘in view of the Financial Secretary’s 

Mr. ELLIOT said that he had | statement that the information he had 
only expressed his wish to know on asked for might require legislation, and 
what facts the hon. Member’s grievance that the Chairman of the Board of 
was based. After all, the Board of | Customs was under legal obligation not 
Customs had well defined duties to per-|to give the information, he felt 
form, and they could not do exactly what | jt would not be right to press the 
they liked with information that came to | Motion for the reduction of the salary of 
them confidentially. It was not the! the Chairman of the Board of Customs 
business of the Board to help the foreigner yntil the point had been cleared up, 


against the home producer or the home| and he therefore asked leave to with. 
producer against the foreigner. The | draw his Amendment. 

right course of the hon, Member was to 

legislate. | Leave to withdraw refused. 
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Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) did not 


| think the reply of the hon. Gentleman 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. TOULMIN (Bury, Lancashire) | 
said that a large addition to the) 
staff of the Customs had been necessi- | 
tated by the sugar, coal, and corn | 
duties. They had been told that| 
444 persons had been added to the} 
staff at an annual cost of £57,000. Now 
that the corn duty was to be abolished, | 
he asked for some assurance that the | 
staff would be proportionately reduced. | 
Three years ago the staff numbered 
3,986, the next year it went up to 4,114, 
and now it had been very slightly re- | 
duced to 4,073. The cost had, however, 
not diminished. There had, on the 
contrary. been a considerable increase 
under the head of superintendents. In 
1901-2 these officials numbered 231; 
now there were 262 of them, and it| 
certainly did seem singular that when | 
the general staff had been reduced in 
numbers there should have been an in- 
crease in the uumber of superintendents. 
He must press for some assurance that | 


| 


now that the corn duty wasto be abolished | 
the staff should be decreased. 


altogether satisfactory. He had sug- 
gested that an increased staff would be 
required because sugar refineries were 
to be placed in bond. But that was not 
a new policy of the Government this 
year. It was announced a year ago, and 
any increase of the staff due to the 
sugar duties must have been contem 
plated before these Estimates were 
framed. The hon. Gentleman’s predeces- 
sor in office estimated the increased cost 
of staff through the corn duties for one 
year at £8,500, and seeing that the tax 
was only to be in force for three 
months of this financial year, so large 


|a sum ought not now to be asked. 


The principle laid down was that 
money should be only taken for the 
necessities of the financial year and 
therefore it was hardly fair to be asked 
to vote money for contingencies which 
might or might not occur next year. 


| Unless some more satisfactory explana- 


tion was given than had been given by 
the hon. Gentleman a reduction ought 
to be moved. It was most unsatisfactory 


|to put a number of men on the perma- 
nent staff, and thus create a new class 


| of civil servants who:e services were only 


Mr. ELLIOT said that even after 
the corn duty ceased to be levied 
there would be much extra work in the | 
readjustment of rebates. Any reduction | 
in the staff would be more apparent | 
next year than in the present year. In| 
such a department as the Customs it 
was necessary to look a little beyond the | 
service of the moment, and it was pro- | 
bable that the changes in regard to the 
importation of sugar would entail a/| 
considerable increase of the Customs | 
staff, because refining would have to be | 
done in bond. Still he hoped that when | 
the corn duty had been abolished it | 
would be possible to effect some re 
duction. 


required for a year, and whose salaries 
would have to be paid when their service s 
were no longer needed. Under the cir- 
cumstances he moved to reduce the Vote 
by £4,000. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum not exceeding £559,000 
be granted for the said Service.” — 
(Mr. Whitley.) 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES pointed 
out that when the Government 
last year imposed the corn tax they 
imposed it asa permanent duty, and 
they very naturally providedan increased 


| staff at the Customs for the collection 


|of what was a rather onerous duty to 


Mr. TOULMIN asked for an explana- | 
tion of the increase in the superintend- | 
ence charges. 


Mr. ELLIOT said that there had 


been an 
work of making returns, and that had | 
largely fallen on the superintendents. | 


collect. That was a necessary and 
inevitable step assuming that the Govern 


| ment intended to stick to their guns 


and make the corn tax a permanent 
one, but by some strange chance, during 


enormous increase in the| the absence of the Secretary of State for 


the Colonies on the illimitable veldt, 
the Government had come to the 
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decision to rescind this tax. He did not 
complain of the decision, but there was 
this to be said: if the Government had 
determined to undo the corn tax they 
must also undo the charge which had 
been placed upon thecountry by the im- 
position of that tax. It was not suffi- 
cient for the Secretary of the Treasury 
to “ hope’”’ there would be a reduction. 
These Estimates were prepared in the 
autumn or winter of last year, and it was 
fair to assume that the Government had 
at that time arrived at the decision to 


rescind the corn duties, and it was not | 
fair, as the hon. Gentleman, who was a) 
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been appointed in 
‘consequence of the imposition of 
‘the corn duties, and the amount 
‘the country had to pay for their 
salaries. This information became of 
‘considerable importance to the Com- 
| mittee, having regard to the fact that 
‘the corn duty was not now to bea per- 
manent duty. It would also be 
interesting to know what the “ probable 
increase in duties soon to be expected,”’ 
'to which the hon. Gentleman had 
| alluded, were. If that information was 
given the Committee might be justified 
in voting in favour of this Vote. 


Revenue Depts. Estimates, 
‘had actually 


fair-minded man, and who had remained | 


a fair-minded man even after he went 


to the Treasury, wouldsee, forthe country | 


to pay the cost of these gentlemen who 
were put on to collect the corn duty 
when the corn duty had 
to exist. He was nos surprised 
that areduction had been moved. The 
hon. Member had stated that the sugar 
duty would require an increased staff 


this year by reason of the Sugar Conven- | 
Why? And in what way? The| 


tion. 
decision of the Brussels Convention did 


ceased | 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) asked whether the custom 
still prevailed of destroying captured 
smuggled goods by burning or other- 
wise, and, if so, whether an alteration in 
that custom might not be made under 
which these goods might be sold for the 
public benefit. In the case of tobacco 
he asked that it might be supplied to 
the inmates of the workhouses, by 
whom, as everybody knew, a littie tobacco 
| was much appreciated. 


not necessitate any additional men ; on | 


the contrary, fewer men would be re- 
quired because the Sugar Convention 
prohibited the introduction of certain 
sugars into certain countries. The hon. 


Gentleman said that a greater superin- | 


tendence of factories and places where 
sugar was manufactured in this country 
would be required and that these places 


would have to be placed under bond, but | 


that was not a question of Customs 
officers. 
that was a matterfor the Excise. Customs 
officers could have nothing to do with a 
bonded system of inland manufactories, 
and therefore whatever bended system 


was required, and whatever duties had | 


to be collected, would have to be 
attendedto bythe Inland Revenue Depart- 
ment. He therefore anticipated the hon. 
Gentleman would agree, not to the reduc- 
tion which had been moved by the hon 
Member opposite, but to a reasonable re- 
duction representing the real reduction 
of the staff which had been rendered 
possible by the cessation of the corn 
duties. 


Mr: J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) 
asked how many extra officials 


His belief had always been that | 


Mr. ELLIOT said the in- 
crease in the number of _ the 
staff owing to the corn duty was 
forty-six indoor and ferty-seven eutdoor 
officers. But what he desired to impress 
onthe Committee was that it would be 
bad policy and bad economy to dismiss 
anyove on the established staff when 
there would be a considerable demand 
for their services after the Ist of Sep- 
tember next. With regard to the ques- 
tion of seized smuggled goods his strong 
impression was that the method ot 
destroying goods which had been alluded 
to had been put an end to. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES was under- 
stood to press for a reply to the point he 
had raised with reference to the men 
whose services—in consequence of the 
abandonment of the corn duty—would 
| not be required. 


Mr. ELLIOT thought that the hon. 
| Member was incorrect insupposing that 
|in consequence of the abolition of the 
| corn duty the services of all these men 
| would not be required, or that their 
| services would not be available, if 
| required, in connection with the changes 
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with regard to the importation of sugar. 
It was expected that their services would 
be so available. 


Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract) pointed 
out that the Estimates had been 
framed with the knowledge that the 
Sugar Convention was coming on, and 
would have to be provided for.’ He 
fully sympathised with the hon. Gentle- 
man, who was in the difficult position of 


not knowing what might be the policy | 


of the Government from day to day. 


The duty might be revived even in the) 


present week, but as far as available 
information went, these forty-six men 
indoors and forty-seven men outdoors 
would have nothing whatever to do 
between now and September. The 
Departments concerned ought to be care- 


ful to ascertain whether a tax was to be | 


permanent before they increased the 
staff by a large number of men. 


Mr. MARKHAM, in view of the 
large amount of money lost by the 
Revenue owing to the manner in which 
invoices were made out for rebates on 
small coal, asked whether the Custom 
House officials had any means of ascer- 
taining from the colliery companies the 
actual price at which the coal was sold. 
He would tell the hon. Gentleman how 
he evaded the tax himself. The price 
of small coal was 6s. fio.b. If a 
foreign exporter came to him for a 
eertain quantity of large and a certain 
quantity of small coal, he would make 
out the invoice for a certain amount 
of sraall coal at 5s. 11d., and the foreign 
exporter would pay 6d. per ton more for 
the large coal. By that means the 
exporter escaped paying the duty on the 
small coal, and thereby, if the quantity 
was 20,000 tons, put £1,000 into his 
pocket. The colliery company gained no 
advantage, but the authorities ought to 
look into the matter, as the tax was 
largely evaded in that manner. As one 


who had evaded the tax, and would evade | 


it on every possible occasion, he thought 


steps should be taken so to frame the tax | 


that it could not be thus evaded. 


Mr. ELLIOT thought the Treasury 


ought to be much obliged to the hon. | 


Member for his remarks. With regard 
to the men to whom reference had been 
mide, it would be very hard for them to 


Mr, Elliot. 


{COMMONS} 


| dismissal of the men. 
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| be dismissed at short notice. A great 

number of the men would be absorbed in 
| the manner he had described. 


| 

| Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
| dee) said the hon. Gentleman misappre- 
|hended the point of the objection. 
Nobody desired to secure the dismissal 
| of a number of officials. The Estimates 
| were framed in November. Had the 
/Government at that time decided to 
abolish the corn duty? If so, the 
| Estimate was framed on that basis. But 
if the abolition had not then been 
| decided upon, the Estimate was based on 
the continuance of the corn duty. That 
duty was now being abandoned ; conse- 


| quently the Estimate ought to be re- 


duced. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES reminded the 
Committee that any unexpended balance 
of this Vote would be surrendered at the 
end of the financial year, so that if any- 
thing were saved on the salaries of these 
gentlemen it would be to the benefit of 
the Treasury. But what they could not 


‘be sure of was that anything would be 


saved. He doubted whether the hon. 
Gentleman was correct with regard to the 
transfer of the men from one duty to 
another. It had to be remembered, how- 
ever, that the corn duty was imposed last 
year, and was to be taken off this. But 
was it to be re-imposed next year? 
They were given to understand that it 
was to be, and to that extent the hon. 
Gentleman had a case for the retention 
of these officials. 
Mr. WHITLEY 


poiuted out that 


the proposed reduction amounted to 
‘only one-eighth of the cost of col- 


lecting a duty which was to run 
for three months in a current financial 
year. The Motion did not involve the 
If the Financial 
Secretary was correct in saying they 
would be required in connection with the 
Sugar Convention it was the duty of the 
Government to bring in a Supplemen- 
tary Estimate appointing them for that 
purpose. It was not right that the 
money should be taken under this Vote 
and the men employed subsequently for 
some other purpose. From the admis- 
sions of the hon. Gentleman himself he 
thought a case had been made out for 
the reduction. 
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Mr. ELLIOT said that with regard 
to the changes made necessary by 
the abolition of the corn duty the ques- 
tion was a very simple one, namely, the 
question of the best policy in the 
interests of economy and good adminis- 
tration. The question was what was 
the best thing todo? A great deal of 
work would have to be done in connec- 
tion with the rebates. He thought the 
best policy was that which the Treasury 
proposed to adopt. In future the work 
would be done under the Customs De- 
partment. Personally he should like to 
see a larger reduction when things 
settled down. Naturally hon. Members 
felt that the arrangement was not 
altogether satisfactory, and it was not 
in itself desirable that when once a per- 
manent duty was put on it should be 
shortly afterwards taken off. Whether 
it was right to put the tax on or take it 
off was not a matter to be discussed 
now. 





Sir H. CAMPBELL. BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The hon. Gentle- 
man neglects the point of view which 
was put before the Committee by my 


AY 
Allen, Chas. P, (Glos., Stroud) 


Bell, Richard 
Blake, Edward 


Lawson,Sir Wil 


Leng, Sir John 
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hon. friend near me and others. This 
is no question of dismissing individual 
men at all. These men who have 
been engaged in collecting the corn 
duty are not corn duty men «/ hoc, 
if I may use the term; they are merely 
an addition to the staff necessitated by 
additional work. If that work is no 
longer required they can be employed 
on other work of the Department. If so, it 
will be unnecessary to make any additions 
to the Department. If these men are 
set free to take their share in the general 
work of the Department there ought to 
be some diminution of the expense, 
because no other new men _ will "be 
required. It isnot a question of leaving 
these men to destitution or of keeping 
them in idleness. I do not think it is 
at all unreasonable that there should be 
a reduction moved in these circum- 
stances, for there is no hardship or 
difficulty in the matter whatever. _ 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 37; 
Noes, 96. (Division List, No. 112.) 
ES, 


frid (Cornwall) amy Sir Edward 
i 


Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, F. Freeman (Hastings 








Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristl, 2 
Hutchinson, Dr.Charles Fredk. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Kitson, Sir James 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bowles, Col. H. F. (Middlesex 
Bowles, T, Gibson (Lynn Regis 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Campbell, Rt Hn J A (Glasg.) 
Carew, James Laurence 











Lewis, John Herbert 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
ag Thomas Willans 
Rea, Russell 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Rose, Charles Day 

Samuel, Herbt, L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


NOES. 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J A( Wore. 
Chaplin, Right Hon. Henry 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. FE. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Craig, Charles Curtis(Antrim,S 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dewar, Sir T. R.(7'r. Hamil’ts 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 








Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Ure, Alexander 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Or/:ney) 
Wilson, F.W. (Norfolk, Mid) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Whitley and Mr. 
Toulmin. 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 
Fergusson, Rt Hn. Sir J.(Man’r 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gordon,Maj Evans (7’r. Hmlts 
Gore, Hn. S. F.Ormsby- (Linc 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
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Hamilton, Rt Hn 14.G.(Midz 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Staf's., . W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F. (Sheff., Btside) 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macdona, John Cumming 
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and 


Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Murray, ‘RtHn,A Graham (Bute 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Walter (Salivbury) 
Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Percy, Earl 

Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, HonM.W. (Stalybridge) 
titehie, Rt Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

| Rothschild, Hon. L. Walter 

' Royds, Clement Molyneux 





M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW 
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Russell, T. W. 


Samuel, Harry 8S. (Limehouse) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Stanley, Lord (Zancs.) 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. Yang 4 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Baeter) 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. SirWilliamH 
Wilson John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Original Question again proposed. 


Captain NORTON drew attention to 
the wages of the body of officers known 
as Customs watchers. He explained that 
Customs watchers were officers who per- 
formed duties which were many years ago 
performed by those who were known 
as assistants or outdoor officers. These 
outdoor officers were paid something 
like £100 a year, but owing to the 
general increase of education through- 
out the country the Customs officials 
found that they were able to obtain the 
services of men of good character who 
were sufficiently well educated and re- 
sponsible to perform the duties which 
were performed by these outdoor officers 
at a very much lower wage, and they 
wisely and properly, in the interest of 
the taxpayers, abolished that class. To 
that there could not be the slightest 
objection. His point was that they went 
too far, and that they were employing 
the Customs watchers at what he did 
not hesitate to call a sweating rate of 
wages for men in the area of the county 
of London. In addition to a certain 
amount of physical labour these men 
performed the very difficult and re- 
sponsible duties known as tallying and 
locking. Therefore the class of men 
obtained for these positions must be 
men of character who were absolutely 
reliable. The Government had always 
obtained for this class of duty men who 
had served in the Army, Navy, police 
and fire brigades throughout the country. 
The majority of these men at one time 
held pensions from having been in the 
Army, Navy, or police. At one period 


they received a wage of less than 19s., 
but their wage was raised to 21s. 


His 





contention was that the Government 
had no right to take men who already 
had a pension and make use of that 
pension for the purpose of lowering 
their wages and thereby depriving 
others, who were in the labour market 
and had no such stand-by in the posts 
which they might occupy, of a fair wage. 
The Government was not justified in the 
face of the Fair Wages Resolution of this 
House in employing men at less than a 
living wage in consequence of the fact 
that they had pensions, which, after all, 
were in the shape of deferred pay or 
reward for duty done. Some time ago 
he brought the question of the pay of 
the Customs watchers before the Com- 
mittee, and he was told that these men 
had little responsibility because they 
were under constant supervision. But 
he would point out that there was 
nothing to prevent a Customs watcher 
from entering into collusion with lighter- 
men, and returning a lighter as contain- 
ing 499 cases instead of 500 cases, 
of brandy, and thereby defrauding 
the public revenue. He did not say 
that it was done, but if a man was 
placed in a position in which he was 
able to do that, there was great tempta- 
tion to do it when he was forced by the 
Government to live on what he called a 
starvation wage. 

Take the case of locking warehouses, 
if any irregularity occurred in connec- 
tion with the goods in these ware- 
houses, it could never be detected 
until the whole of the goods had 
been cleared, and when the man 
concerned might be at the other end of 
the world. Therefore they required for 
that work {men on whom they could 
rely. The various dock companies paid 
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vneir lockers 25s. a week and gave cer- 
tain extra wages when they worked 
under certain conditions. In1898, when 
he brought this question first before the 
House, the then Financial Secretary to 
the Treasury had a consultation with 
him and the gentleman who was re- 
sponsible for these particular offices. It 
was agreed to give these men certain 


{8 JUNE 1903} 


concessions, but these were to a certain , 


extent bogus concessions. Paragraph I 
of General Order 66, issued in 1900, 
which was for the purpose of meeting 
these men, said that one-fourth of the 
whole of the number may proceed by 
yearly increments of 1s. from the present 
minimum of 21s. to a maximum of 24s. 
a week. There were 600 of these men 
employed throughout the country, and 
half of that number were employed 
within the area of the county of London. 
They had to do with the Port of London, 
and it was more especially for these men 
that he pleaded. He admitted that a 
wage of 2ls. in certain parts of the 
country, where house rent was from 3s. 
to 4s., was a better wage than 24s. in 
London, where a man was obliged to pay 
7s. or &s. for anything like decent 
lodgings. These men could not obtain 
lodgings in the neighbourhood of the 
docks where their labour was, and they 
were compelled to go a considerable 
distance afield. Although they could 
get houses at get-at-able distances near 
the field of their labours at a more 
moderate rate, the difficulty was not 
overcome. These men, owing to the 
peculiarity of their duties. which ex- 
tended to nine hours out of the twenty- 
four, were, on account of the arrival 
of fruit and vegetables at an early hour 
in the morning, unable to get to their 
duties without paying railway and bus 
fares throughout the entire week. 
Therefore these men, although Govern- 
ment officials placed in responsible 
positions, were called upon to do work at 
less than was paid to scavengers in the 
various London boroughs, and at less 
than was received by even an ordinary 
docker, who had no responsibility at all. 
They were led to believe that they 
might rise to 24s., but he could inform 
the Committee that there was a watcher 
with twenty-two years service who 
was not inreceipt of that amount. 
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could never obtain 24s., and had not up 
to the present obtained any increment. 
There were men with six years service 
without increment. These men had no 
complaints whatever recorded against 
them. The Customs watchers had been 
led to believe that, provided they per- 
formed their duties and were not un- 
favourably reported upon, they would 
rise automatically to the maximum of 
24s., but they now found themselves in 
a position in which they were ruled out 
under the very order to which he 
had referred. These men were working 
at 2ls., and had no hope of ever rising, 
while at the age of sixty they would be 
turned out of the service. 


He would be glad to know also 
whether the Financial Secretary would 
consider the advisability of further ex- 
tending the concession which was made 
to these men in reference to their uniform. 
On the occasion to which he had already 
referred, he pointed out that the only 
badge of office which these men had 
was a cap, and now, according to this 
order, they were to be annually supplied 
with a uniform jacket. He suggested 
that consideration should be given to 
the question whether they might not be 
givena complete uniform. In all foreign 
countries every man employed in any 
position under the Government, what- 
ever his wages might be, was, at any- 
rate, given a_ respectable uniform. 
Apart from that, he would like the hon. 
Gentleman to say whether there was 
any reason why these men should not 
obtain a living wage. The hon. Gentle- 
man’s predecessor stated as a reason for 
not giving them a living wage the fact 
that they were not all able-bodied men. 
That could not be urged at the present 
moment. It was true that many years 
ago there was a certain number of old 
soldiers doing duty as watchers, and who, 
it was stated, had been taken on almost as 
a matter of charity. His contention was 
that it was the duty of the Government 
to employ the best men they could 
obtain, and to pay them the current 
rate of wages for that class of labour in 
the locality. Another objection which had 
been stated was that though their hours 
were nine per day, they were not em- 
ployed continuously during that time. 
That was no answer to a man who had 


Those who had joined since August. 1896, a wife and family to support on 21s. a 
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week. He was there as an employee of | did not think that that was desirabic, 


the Customs, and he could not goaway|even in the interest of the men 
to earn money elsewhere. He asked | themselves. That right to a pension 
that it should be made possible for those! would limit their freedom of going 
men against whom there was no com-| anywhere else. There was no reason 
plaint to rise to 24s. a week. |why the wages which had been so 
| lately gone over should be again 
Mr. ELLIOT said that this class of | revised. 
Customs watchers had been only | 
started in 1896. Before that the work Captain NORTON said he could not 
was done by men known as permanent accept at all what the hon. Member 
labourers at a wage of 19s. a week.| had said. These men did not exist 
The work done by the watchers was of in exactly the same category now as 
a purely mechanical kind—locking and / prior to 1900; whereas he had been 
watching doors. In 1900 their position | dealing with their grievances for the 
was benefited. Their pay was increased, | last ten years. His contention had 
as was admitted by the hon. and gallant | always been that these men had not 
Member, and an increase was also made/a living wage, as also in regard to 
to their overtime wage. They were| the men employed at Deptford and 
before that entirely without uniform ;| Woolwich; and the Government had 
and for a long time they had only a/no right to employ men at less than 
cap, but now they had a jacket as well.|a living wage. That was the point 
Their case had been carefully gone into | at issue. It was true that some slight 
and considered as part of a system | concession had been made to them in 
begun in 1896, and it had been since | 1900, but the concession debarred the 
looked into and considerable benetits| men from rising to a wage of 24s. 
given to them. Some of them wished|a week. He begged to move the 
to be put on the establishment list ; but | reduction of the Vote by £100. 


there would be no difficulty in any of 
these men leaving at once and going | Motion made, and Question put, 


where they would be more highly paid. | “That a sum, not exceeding £562,900, 
Ile was told that there was a feeling| be granted for the said Service.’ — 
amongst the men that if they were on | ((‘aptain Norton.) 

the establishment system it would give | 

them a right to a pension. He,| The Committee divided:—Ayes, 48; 
however, on behalf of the Department. | Noes, 110. (Division List No. 113.) 





AYES. 
Allen, Chas. P. (Glos., Stroud) | Layland-Barratt, Francis Taylor, Theo. C. (Radcliffe) 
Bell, Richard | Leamy, Edmund Thomas,F. Freeman (Hastings) 
Blake, Edward | Leng, Sir Johp Thomson, F. W. (York, W. 
Burt, Thomas | Lewis, John Herbert Tomkinson, James 
Caldwell, James { Mappin, Sir Fredk. Thorpe | Toulmin, George 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark | Markham, Arthur Basil | Ure, Alexander 
Doogan, P. C. |'N , Thomas Willans Wason, J. Cathcart (Orkney) 
Duncan, J. Hastings | Rea, Russell Whitley, J. H. tage x. 
Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) | Reid, SirR. Threshie( Dumfries) | Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Gladstone, Rt. aa Herbert J. | Rickett, J. Compton Wilson, Chas. H. (Hull, W.) 
Harwood, "Georg | Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | Wilson, F.W. (Norfolk, Mid) 
Hobhouse, C. E “a. (Bristl, E Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | Yoxall, James Henry 
Hutchinson, Dr. CharlesFredk. | Rose, Charles Day 
Jacoby, James Alfred | Schwann, Charles E. TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) | Scott, C. Prestwich (Leigh) | Captain Norton and Mr 
Kearley, Hudson E. | Shipman, Dr. John G. | Herbert Samuel 


Kitson, Sir James | Soares, Ernest J. 
Lawson, Sir W ilfrid (Cornwall | Strachey, Sir Edward 


NOES. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Anson, Sir William Reynell Hare Sir John 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Aird, Sir John | Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manceh’r 


Captain Norton. 
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Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George U, 2 
Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bowles, Col. H. F. (Middlesex 
Bowles, T. Gibson (Lynn Regis 
Rrodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil. Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J A (Worc 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Craig,Charles Curtis( Antrim,S 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dewar, Sir T. R.(7'r. Haml’ts 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
"lliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 
Fergusson, Rt Hn.Sir J.(Man’r 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Flannery. Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 
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Forster, Henry William 

Fyler, John Arthur 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Gordon,Maj Evans (7'’r. Hmits 
Gore, Hn. 8S. F.Ormsby- (Zinc 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hall. Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt Hn L4.G.(Midz 
Hamilton, Marq. of (Zondondy 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Heath, James (Staffs., N.W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F. (Sheff., Btside) 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Rt,Hn. Walter (Bristol, S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( EdinburghW 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
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Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bute 
Myers, William Henry 
Nievl, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Perey, Earl 

Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Ridley, Hon. M.W.(Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Smith, HC( North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Fzeter) 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Welby,Lt-ColA.C. E. (Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasqcw) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Mr. Anstruther. 





Original Question put, and agreed to. 


2. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “ That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,370,500, be granted to His Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on 
the 3lst day of March, 1904, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Inland 
Revenue Department.” 


Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud) said that he noticed that 
the number of men employed by the 
Department in 1901-2 was 5,778, in 
1902-3, 5,886, and this year, 5,984. 
That was a considerable increase , in 
the personnel. But the expense was 
increasing at a greater ratio. In 
1901-2 it was £1,274,000, in 1902-3 
£1,322,476, and this year £1,347,900. 
Both increases were very considerable ; 
that in the personnel being the most 
important, as it could not be readily 
got rid of. 


Mr. ELLIOT said that the increases 
referred to were mainly due to the 
fact that the quinquennial assessment 


| under Sections A and B of the Income 
| lax was taken, and that entailed an 
|enormous amount of extra work. 
|Increased taxation always meant a 
considerable increase in work, and 
consequently in expense. 


Mr.J.H. LEWIS said he wished to raise 
a question which affected a very large and 
very deserving class of ratepayers. He 
referred to persons who were entitled to 
abatements of their Income Tax. He had 
endeavoured from time to time to ascertain 
approximately how much those persons 
were entitled to. Last year they received 
about £330,000 ; but they were entitled 
to some millions. The fact of the matter 
was that a very large proportion of the 
people who were entitled to abatements 
never received them. It might be said 
that that was entirely their own fault ; 
but he hardly thought that that was a 
sufficient answer. He feared that the 
officers of the Inland Revenue, although 
no doubt acting in the interests of the 
Treasury, were not too anxious to help 
persons who wished to obtain the abate- 
ments to which they were entitled. No . 
one would wish, for instance, that a man 
with an income of £300 or £350 should 
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not receive the exemption to which he 
was entitled. He would suggest to the 
Secretary to the Treasury that he should, 
through the usual channels, give instruc- 
tions to the officers of the Inland Revenue 
to render every assistance in cases of that 
kind, and to make it as easy as possible 
for persons making claims to have them 
carried through. That was the very 
least that the Department might do. He 
hoped the hon. Gentleman would give the 
matter attention, with a view to having 
justice done to the class to which he 
referred. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he 
hoped the hon. Gentleman would 
not do anything of the kind suggested. 
Abatements and exemptions were a most 
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ments caused certain persons to pay less 
and others to pay more than their 
‘ind proportion, the reform of the 
ncome Tax should be in the direction 
of the diminution of the abatements 
and the disappearance of the exemptions. 
He wished to refer to the system of 
allowing poundages and percentages on 
the taxes collected. On page 40 of the 
Estimates there was a list of commuted 
allowances such as “Commuted Allow- 
ances in lieu of Poundage to Assessors and 
Collectors of Taxes.” The proper way 
to pay public servants was nct by per- 


| centages, but by fixed salaries. Payment 


by percentage was a false system. The 
best service was given for a fixed salary, 
such as the service rendered to the 
Navy or the Army. On page 40 also 





mischievous and improper system. The 
_exemption granted to one person meant | 
an extra imposition on another person. 
If all the incomes of the country were | 
taxed, a 6d. Income Tax would do the | 
work that a ls. Income Tax now did; | 
and it was only because a certain class | 
were entitled to abatements and exemp- | 
tions that other persons had to pay a Is. | 
instead of a 6d. Income Tax. 


there was an item for statutory 
poundage to assessors and collectors of 
Income Tax; and a further item for 
allowances (chiefly to Excise officers) 
for collecting taxes. On page 39 there 
was an item for allowances to purchasing 
distributors in England and Ireland 
(5 per cent. and under on general stamps 
and | per cent. on postagestamps). The 


Abate-| point to which he wished to direct the 


ments and exemptions were now extended | attention of the Secretary to the 








to incomes of £700, which was far beyond | Treasury was that the true principle 
the limit which would justify any sort of | was to replace poundages and percentages 
abatement. To exempt poor persons | by fixed allowances. He hoped to hear 
from the Income Tax was a notion for! from the hon. Gentleman that it was 
which something could be said ; but that | the fixed intention of the Government 





a man with an income of £700 should 
not contribute his quota to direct taxa- 
tion as well as the man with an income 
of £1,000 or £1,200 was absurd. The 
result of the system was to make it 
necessary to levy increased taxation on 
other subjects of the Crown. Further, 
the Inland Revenue was a tax-collecting 
Department ; and the business of a tax- 
collecting Department was to collect 
taxes, not to encourage remissions. 
Therefore, when the hon. Gentleman 
opposite urged the Secretary to the 
Treasury to get his Department to give 
facilities for escaping the payment of 
taxation, he was proposing that the 
Department should betray: its first duty 
to the State. If there was to be a 
recasting of the Income Tax, it should 
be entirely in the contrary direction to 
that suggested. His conviction was 
that even the poorest were not disposed 
to evade payment of a fair proportion 
of taxation. If exemptions and abate- 


Mr, J. H. Lewis. 


‘to abandon gradually the system of 
| paying public servants by percentages, 
| which was a false and a vicious system ; 
'and he trusted the hon. Gentleman 


| would give an assurance to that effect, 

| Mr. ELLIOT said he was in entire 
|agreement with a great deal of what 
| had been said by his hon. friend the 
Member for King’s Lynn; and already 
a large number of commutations had 
taken place. In Ireland, the old system 
was still, to some extent, adhered to; but 
the system was under consideration, and 
it was probable that some move would be 
made in the direction of assimilating the 
practice in Ireland to the better system 
which obtained in England. With 
reference to the percentages paid in 
England and Scotland, his impression 
was that they were paid to certain 
bankers, not to officials in the service of 
the State, in connection with foreign 
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dividends. He was in entire agreement 
with the hon. Member for Flint Boroughs 
that the people referred to were entitled to 
abatement, and that being so every 
facility ought to be given to them to get 
back money which did not belong to the 
State, and which did belong to them. 
He would do his best to see that every 
facility should be given to the persons 
entitled to abatement to get it back. 


*Str JOHN LENG (Dundee) said he 
desired to elicit some further explana- 
tion from the hon. Gentleman on a 
subject of great interest to the legal 
fraternity and the people of Scotland. 
A few weeks ago it was stated in an 
evening journal that it was the in- 
tention of the Inland Revenue to 
centralise the collection of all death 
duties arising in Scotland in the city of 
Edinburgh. It was suggested that 
these duties, which had hitherto been 
collected by the Inland Revenue 
authorities in the large cities and towns 
of Scotland, were hereafter to be trans- 
mitted direct to the head office in 
Edinburgh. The objections to the 
proposal had been stated in a remon- 
strance of the Faculty of Procurators 
in Scotland. He had received copies of 
remonstrances from many sources, but 
the one from Glasgow epitomised the 
whole. That remonstrance pointed out 
that the proper way of discussing the 
figures was by personal interview, 
and that if it had to be done in Edin- 
burgh by correspondence, it was likely 
to throw a considerable charge on the 
people. Inthe case of Glasgow, where 
they would have to send accounts to 
Edinburgh to be adjusted the solicitor 
would have personally to attend, or if it 
were done by correspondence the settle- 
ment of the duties would be indefinitely 
delayed and great expense thrown upon 
the public. It ought to be made clear 
that it was part of the duty of the local 
Inland Revenue officer to adjust the 
accounts in the district, although the 
ultimate review of the accounts could 
easily be left to the central office in 
Glasgow. He ‘hoped the financial 
Secretary would be able to give an 
assurance which would remove any 
anxiety there was in Scotland in this 
regard. It appeared that the one great 
change proposed was that instead of the 
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local stamp distributor accepting pay- 
ment and giving the interim receipt the 
accounts must now be sent by him to 
the head office in Edinburgh for assexs- 
ment before the duty was imposed. If 
that was all that was proposed and the 
local solicitors were not to be prevented, 
as hitherto, from arranging all matters 
with the local Inland Revenue officers 
the alarm and anxiety which now existed 
would be largely allayed. If not, he 
was afraid agitation would continue. 


Mr. ELLIOT said he did not under- 
stand that anything which the hon. 
Baronet had just said was for the benefit 
of the general public ; but for the benefit 
of the solicitors and lawyers of Scotland. 
The alterations proposed did not apply to 
inventories. What had beer done was 
to provide a new method to facilitate the 
accountable person getting the proper 
assessment made. He might go direct 
te Edinburgh, or, if he liked, to his 
nearest solicitor or Revenue official. That 
was entirely for himself. 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
drew attention to Item (e) which had 
increased from £266,000 last year to 
£307,600 in the present Estimates. He 
could not quite understand why that 
should be, because if the allowance or 
poundage allowed to collectors of Income 
Tax was calculated on the amount 
collected, it followed that the Income 
Tax, having been reduced from ls. 3d. 
to 1ld., this item should have also been 
decreased. 


Mr. ELLIOT pointed out that the 
general increase was due to the quin- 
quennial assessment on Schedules A and 
B, and also to the fact that when there 
was an increased tax the Government had 
to pay more heavily for its collection. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he 
desired to call attention to a not un- 
important subject. In his belief there 
were enormous sums wasted by the 
system of collection adopted by the 
Inland Revenue, which refused direct 
payment to itself and desired payments 
to be made to subordinate officials. In 
99 cases out of 100 the simplest and best 
way would be for the Inland Revenue to 
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receive payment direct, as all that would 
then be necessary would be for the 
taxpayer to draw a cheque and send it 
through the post. Under Item (F) the 
taxpayer was asked to pay banker's 
commission (usually 2s. 6d. per cent.) on 
drafts drawn for the remittance of 
revenue by local bankers, or by traders 
and others in payment of duties, etc. 
That was really absurd, as no banker was 
required. The assessment having been 
made, the act of payment was the 
simplest thing in the world. But that 
was merely an illustration of how the 
system worked. In Item (E) there was 
a heading, “Guarantee premiums in 
respect of Collectors of Taxes,” and there- 


{COMMONS} 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item E (Commuted Allowances, 
etc.) be reduced by £200.”—(Mr. Gibson 
Bowles.) 


Mr. ELLIOT said that if a man 
had paid his taxes once it would 
be a very bad system which left 
him liable to be called upon to 
pay them a second, or even a third 
time. He, however, had not heard 
of any such cases. As a matter ot 
ordinary justice it appeared to him that 
if a man had paid the money into the 
hands of a servant of the State it ought 
not to be possible for him to be called 





in Jay a most extraordinary anomaly and 
grievance. It would scarcely be believed 
that it was impossible for a taxpayer to | 
pay his taxes and be certain he had | 
finally disposed of them. If the local | 
tax collector, having demanded and | 
received from a taxpayer the King’s | 
taxes, absconded with the money, the | 
taxpayer could be calJled upon to pay a| 
second, or even a third, time. If the | 
money were sent direct to the Com- 
missioners of Inland Revenue they would | 
refuse to receive it. Under ordinary 
circumstances the local tax collector re- | 
ceived his appointment from certain Com- 
missioners who were nominally appointed 
by this House. In certain cases where 
those Commissioners did not, the Inland 
Revenue themselves appointed the col- 
lector, and being aware, perhaps from 
bitter experience, that tax collectors 
were not incapable of defaulting, they 
paid the premiums provided by this 
Vote to secure the honesty of their own 
collectors. He desired to extract from 
his hon. friend an undertaking that such 
a system would be adopted as would 
enable taxpayers to be certain they had 
finally paid their taxes. He would 
suggest that they should be enabled to 
pay the money direct to the Inland | 
Revenue Commissioners. Possibly such | 
a system would require an alteration of | 
the law, but he thought the requisite | 
amendment could be made without 

giving rise to much discussion. Either | 
the Inland Revenue authorities should | 
guarantee the honesty of their local 

collectors, or they should receive the 

taxes direct. In the hope of receiving 

such an undertaking as he had suggested, 

he moved to reduce the Vote by £200. 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 








upon to pay again. Whether the sug- 
gestion of his hon. friend could be 
adopted he was unable to say, but he 
would certainly give an undertaking to 
look into the matter with a view to pre- 
venting a recurrence of such demands. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked leave 
to withdraw the Amendment. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. SOARES, reverting to his objec- 
tion to the increase in the item for com- 
muted allowances in lieu of poundage to 
assessors and collectors of taxes, said he 
understood from the Secretary to the 
Treasury that this increase would not 
have been made had the ‘Treasury 
known what the proposals of the Budget 
were to be. According to that principle 
if a tax were repealed altogether the 
Committee would still be asked to vote 
the entire cost of collecting that tax. It 
appeared to be a thoroughly bad system. 
Surely in such a case a revised Estimate 
ought to be presented. In order to get 
some further explanation he moved to 
reduce the Vote by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That a sum not exceeding £1,370,400, 
be granted for the said Service.”—(J/r. 
Soares." 


Mr. ELLIOT said that when the 
Estimates were being framed in Deceni- 
ber the only thing that could be done 
was to haveregard totheth: n existingtax- 
ation and the existing law. It would 
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be impossible to frame them with regard 
toa Budget which would not be intro. 
duced until after Easter in the following 
year. 
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Mr. SOARES asked why, when Esti- 
mates were found to be incorrect, fresh 
ones could not be issued. 


Mr. ELLIOT said it would be very 
inconvenient to recast the Estimates in 
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understood the question of commutation. 
It had nothing whatever to do with the 
amount of income tax to be collected. 
Hitherto certain men had been paid by 
poundage ; it was now proposed to com- 
mute that poundage, and pay them by 
salary. The amount depended entirely 
on the number of men whose payments 
were to be commuted during the year, 
and had nothing whatever to do with 
the amount of income tax to be collected. 























the middle of the year. 


study the convenience of the House. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 


said the hon. Gentleman apparently mis- 
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Original Question put, and agreed to. 


3. £536,790, to complete the sum for 
Post Office Packet Service. 


Mr. CALDWELL said that since the 
Vote was before the Committee the 
Postmaster-General had announced that 
he had appointed a Committee to go 
into the question of the renewal of 
contracts for the conveyance of mails to 
China. As regarded this Committee the 
Postmaster-General would remember 
that ayear ago the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Bristol in connection 
with these contracts, promised that he 
would appoint a Committee to inquire 
into the mail contracts and what the 
late Chancellor of the Exchequer referred 
to was a Committee of the House of 
Commons. By the existing law 
the Postmaster-General’s Depart- 
ment had power to conclude a 
contract by land without the sanction 
of the House, and the only remedy hon. 
Members had was when the money 
came to be voted. In regard to the 
conveyance of mails by sea, the Post- 
master-General had no such _ power. 
By the Standing Orders of this House 
a mail contract by sea was not operative 
until it had received the sanction of the 
House. That order was passed many 
years ago for a very good reason— 
namely, that vital interests were affected 
in connection with the conveyance of 
mails by sea. There were questions of 
competition between one shipowner and 
another, and there were great com- 
plaints at the time that the Standing 
Order was passed about influences being 
brought to bear in order to secure 
contracts for particular shipowners. 
Parliament had vested the approval of 
such contracts in the hands of this 








House, and every contract, before it 
could be acted upon, must have the 
sanction of the House by special Resolu- 
tion. It was obvious that if the 1e- 
sponsibility of concluding a contract 
was to rest with this House, the Com- 
mittee appointed to inquire into the 
terms and conditions of the contract 
ought to be a Committee of this House 
in whom they would have confidence, 
and whose inquiry would have great 
weight when they eame to decide the 
point. Ifthe Committee to whom this 
matter was to be referred was merely to 
be an advisory Committee, leaving the 
House of Commons free afterwards to 
have a full investigation into the matter, 
then of course there was not so much to 
be said, but that would be a double 
inquiry. The constitution of the Com- 
mittee, according to what he could 
gather from the newspapers, was open 
to very grave doubt. For instance, it 
was to consist of representatives of 
different Government Departments. 
The P. & O. contract alone involved a 
sum of £330,000. It had been stated 
that they were to have on the Com- 
mittee a representative of the Navy. 
Why should there be a representative 
of the Navy in a matter of this kind? 
There was nothing about the Navy in 
the P. & O. contract, and it was stated 
in the House lately in regard to the 
cruisers that the Navy were hampered 
by having to take these mail ships as 
cruisers, whether suitable or not. The 
Admiralty had a special Committee of 
their own to investigate the question 
of which ought to be the cruisers for 
the Navy apart altogether from the 
mail contracts. That was proper on 


their part because the mail contract 
steamers were not necessarily suitable 
for cruisers. 


They were probably not 
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the best, and we ought to have the best 
naval cruisers apart altogether from the 
question of carrying the mails. 


Canadian Pacific steamers, they would 
find that there were none that could go 
above thirteen or fourteen knots an 
hour. We had practically nothing on 
our list to compare with the armed 
cruisers of Germany. Going to 
America the Germans had vessels which 
did twenty-two and twenty-three 
knots. We had nothing to compete 
with the German boats on the China 
station, or the Australian station. In 


a matter of this kind the mail contract | 


sh suld_ be dealt with entirely by itself, 
and the Admiralty should be left alone 
to take their choice of the whole British 
Merchant Shipping, and to determine 
what would be best in the interest of the 
Navy, without being trammelled by any 
terms of mail contract. 


The First Lord of the Admiralty 
was no longer a director of the P. & O. 
Company, but at the same time 
he had been in that position and he 
possibly retained his holding. He did 
not know whether the First Lord of the 
Admiralty did so or not, but it was 
mere nonsense to say that a man who 
had been a director of a company, and 
who merely resigned when he came into 
a Government office, was an impartial 
man afterwards in dealing with a Govern- 
ment contract with that company. He 
was nothing of the kind. His interest 
would be with the company and those 
with whom he had been associated in the 
directorship. Andall the more would he 
be able to give preferences when not a 
director. He ventured to say that the 
First Lord of the Admiralty as a director 
would be more careful not to act with 
what might appear to be favouritism 
to his company than when ‘he was not 
a director. He thought it was unfor- 
tunate that in connection with such 
matters as these important contracts 
there should be a representative on this 
Committee ofthe Admiralty. This Com- 
mittee wastoinquireintothe contract with 
the P. &O. Company, with which the head 
of the Admiralty was in such close re- 
lationship. It was to be remembered that 
at the present moment the mail contract 
was for taking 70,000 tons of mails. 
That was the total for which they got 


Look- | 
ing at the list of P. & O. steamers, and | 
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£330,000. That was as much as would 
pay 15 per cent. on the total capital 
_of the P. & O. Company, which consisted 
of £2,300,000. This House was. asked 
to trust the preliminary inquiry to a 
_Committee consisting of officials, and 
only one Member of this House. If any 
one wanted information as to the manner 
in which this subject was treated, it 
‘could be found in the evidence of Sir 


|Thomas Sutherland. It was shown 
that the Chairman was no match 
| whatever for that gentleman. One point 


which Sir Thomas tried to make in com- 
paring his subsidy with the German 
subsidy was that because the P. & O. 
vessels went through the Suez Canal so 
much was paid for canal dues. But the 
dues were not paid for the mails only ; 
they were paid for the whole ship and 
the cargo. That was an illustration of 
how Sir Thomas managed to twist and 
turn the matter. He said that in taking 
the percentage per mile of the subsidy, 
they must take it from London and not 
from Brindisi only. Quite so ; but if the 
ship started from London it had the 
trade to Egypt, and that ought to be 
taken into consideration. What were 
the terms of reference to this Committee 4 
What were they to inquire about? He 
also wished to know whether any other 
people would be asked to tender for the 
contract besides the P. & O. Company. 
It came to this—that they gave thejP. & O. - 
Company the monopoly of the trade 
route to Bombay, and the result was 
that they killed off other British ship- 
owners from competing, and left the 
competition to be done by the foreigner. 
They would not kill the foreigner by 
subsidising the P. & O. Company, but 
| they would prevent the British shipowner 
from having an opportunity of competing. 
The Frenchman and the German and 
every foreigner would go on in spite of 
any subsicy we gave in that way. 


He wished to know also about the rail- 
way. Were the Committee to inquire as 
to the terms under which the Siberian 
Railway would take letters? Obviously 
the Siberian Railway would be the nearest 
railway conveying letters to Shanghai, 
'Hong-Kong, and Japan. At present 
they took letters in nineteen days to 
| Pekin, and they took them to Port 
|Arthur and Japan in less time. The 
| British steamships going to Port Arthur 
, only made ten to twelve knots an hour, 
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while the Russian vessels did sixteen | Of this sum the Canadian Government 
knots an hour, and of course Russia was | provided £15,000, but for that contribu- 
competing with us. It was because of | tion Canada got value because it gave 
the slow P. & O. boats going to them a mail service to Japan and China, 
Bombay that there had been a demand | but as regarded the British Government 
for this new railway route which was so | the service was practically of no value 
rauch spoken about. Then we were told | whatever since they already had the 


that foreign countries were competing 
‘vith us. Certainly they were compet- 


} 


P. and O. contracts to carry the mails to 
Shanghai, Hong-Kong, and Yokohama. 


ing with us, because this country and | The cost of the mails from this country 
the P. & O. Company notoriously were|to Canada was £500 additional. The 


behind. 
P. & O. Company had the prestige of 
having the fastest ships. They were now 
nothing of the kind; they had lost that 
prestige altogether. 
be carried by a new route to the Persian 
Gulf and by the China route. There 
was another point. Why should not the 
mails be conveyed by the fast cruisers of 
the Fleet in the time of peace ? 


It used to be the fact that the | 


remaining £45,000 was divided into 


| two portions—£7,312 to be pad by the 


The mails would | 


These | 


vessels steamed at the rate of twenty-two | 
knots an hour, and in time of peace they | 


did nothing. although we had to keep 
them in repair with their full complement 
of officers and men. At any rate, why 
should not these fast cruisers convey 
the mails to Bombay instead of employ- 
ing slow thirteen and fourteen knot P. 
& O. boats? 
referred to the Committee ? 


Then he came to the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Gompany’s contract for convey- 
ing mails from this country to Hong- 
Kong via Halifax in winter, and Quebec 
in summer, through Canada to Van- 
couver, and thence by the Empress line 
of steamers to Yokohama and Shanghai. 
That contract was entered into in 1889 
for a period of .ten years, and its condi- 
tions were very important. It should be 
remembered that this country did not 
inake a contract to a foreign State but 
only to its own territory. Hong-Kong 
was our own territory, but Shanghai 
was not; it was only a Treaty Port. 
Therefore the contract ended at Hong- 
Kong. It was important to keep this in 
mind, because penalties were not exacted 
upon failure of arrival at Yokohama or 
Shanghai, where they might be as late as 


Admiralty for the mails to their cruisers, 
and £37,688 by the British Post Office. 
Moreover, there was this peculiar point 
about this contract. A_ service of 
steamers was not in existence at the 
time the contract was entered into. 
That was not usual. The Post Office 
often made the excuse for renewing 
contracts with existing companies and 
not entertaining offers by new companies 
that the latter had not then in existence 
quick speed steamers. The contract was 
given to the Canadian Pacific Company 
before their ships were built. At that 
time great pressure was brought to bear 


_on the Government in regard to the 


Would that matter be | 


contract. The Secretary to the Treasury 
stated that he had received a letter to be 
forwarded to the Prime Minister signed 
by upwards of 300 Members of Parlia- 
ment in favour of a subsidy to the 
Canadian Pacific Company. He remem- 
bered the letter perfectly well, in which 
it was said that this was going to be a 
competitive service with the P. and O.. 
that it would be a faster route, and that 
it would bring down the P. and O. rates. 
The Treasury Minute of 18th July, 1889, 
said— 

“Her Majesty’s Government considered the 
scheme as a whole, offering as it does direct com- 


munication entirely through British Territory, 
and an alternative route to the East, desirable 


| in the interests of the Empire, apart from postal 


they liked so long as the ships arrived at | 


Hong-Kong up to the contract time. 
The contract wads for a mail service 
between this country and Hong-Kong 
by the route he had described, once in 
every four weeks in each direction, 
and the subsidy was £60,000 a year. 


Mr. Caldwell, 


considerations, and under these circumstances 
my Lords again took the question into con- 
sideration. Though the scheme is not justifi- 
able upon postal reasons alone, it cflers an 
alternative service which saves several days 
as compared with the Suez route, and it 
is therefore of considerable value from a 
postal point of view. It has the land transit 
lying wholly within British Territory, and 
as a Military route it is held by the Naval 
and Military Authorities to be of the highest 


| importance.” 


They never gave the House of Commons 
any reason why. 
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“The offer of the company to con- 
struct mail steamers which could be 
employed by the Admiralty as armed cruisers 
in case of need, also accords with the 
policy already adopted in the case of certain 
other large steamship companies.” 


The Treasury Minute further stated 
what he should show had been absolutely 
falsified — 


“Asum of £2,165a year now paid to France 
and Italy for the conveyance of the China aid 
Japan mails by other routes may perhaps be 
saved. On the other hand, the cost of carry- 
ing the mails across the Atlantic may amount 
to £650a year. The Canadian Pacific Railway 
will present an alternative route for Australian 
and New Zealand mails. At present these 
mails when sent vid America travel vid New 
York and San Francisco and a specially high 
rate is paid for the United States land transit. 
Under the proposed contract it will be possible 


to send them vid Quebee or Halifax and | 


Vancouver on payment of the ordinary postal 


union rates of transit to the Canadian Post | 


Office, and possibly the mail route vid the 
Pacific to Australia will be diverted from San 
Francisco to Vancouver.” 


The optimism with regard to the mails 
to Australia and New Zealand had not 
been realised, for what had been the 
result? He put a question to the Post- 
master-General as to what was the 
saving of time by the Vancouver as com- 
pared with the San Francisco route. 
Here was the answer he got on 24th 
February, 1903— 

“The approximate time occupied in the 
transit of correspundence from London to 
Sydney vid Vancouver is thirty-eight days, and 
vid San Francisco thirty-four days.” 


So that the mails had not been diverted 
from San Francisco to Vancouver as had 


been predicted. Now, observe how it was | 


that everything was magnified as to the 
importance of this route, and how the 
advantages to be obtained from it were 
the inducing causes for granting the sub- 
sidy. Whilst the Treasury Minute of 
July, 1889, stated that the Canadian Pacific 
route— 

“ Offers an alternative service which saves 
several days as compared with the Suez 
route,” 
the Secretary of the Treasury was com- 
pelled, in answer to a Question put by 
Sir George Campbell on 15th August, 
1889, to admit— 

‘That in the desire to be concise the 
Treasury Minute is not so clear as it might 
be ; the saving of time referred to is really on 


eertain sections of the line—viz., between 
London and Shanghsi and London and Yoko- 


”? 
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They were told in this revised answer 
that the mails from London to Hong- 
Kong would take the same average time 
(thirty-five days) by the Vancouver route 
as by the Suez route ; that in the case of 
Shanghai there would be a saving of eight 
and a half days by the Vancouver route 
as compared with the Suez route, whilst 
as regarded Yokohama there would be a 
saving of from fifteen to eighteen days. 
It was on the faith of that that the con- 
tract was entered into. 





How completely even this modified 
/saving of time by the Vancouver route 
has been falsified by actual working out 
| in practice, was shown by a reference to 
| the Post Office Guide tor January, 1903. 
| It gave the approximate time occupied in 
course of post from London to Hong- 
| Kong as forty days vié Vancouver, and 
only twenty-nine days vii Brindisi ; or a 
saving by Suez of eleven days instead cf 
“occupying the same time as in 1889. In 
like manner as regarded Shanghai, the 
time occupied was given as thirty-seven 
days vii Vancouver and only thirty-two 
days eighteen hours in the case of 
Suez, or a saving by the Suez route of 
four days six hours instead of, as alleged 
in 1889, a saving of eight and a half days 
by the Vancouver route. In the case of 
Yokohama, the Postal Guide gives thirty- 
two days vid Vancouver as against thirty- 
, eight days vid Suez, asaving in the case of 
Vancouver of only six days instead of, as 
alleged in 1889, a saving of from fifteen to 
‘eighteen days. So far, therefore, as any 
postal facilitiesto Hong-KongandShanghai 
were concerned, the Canadian Pacific route 
had been mere bunkum. He had asked 
the Postmaster-General how many letters 
we got by that route—was it one, two 
or three, but he. could not tell. The 
Postal Guide further brought out the 
fact that there were no less than six 
separate departures of mails every 
twenty-eight days by the Suez route, 
whilst there was only one departure 
every four weeks under the contract 
|with the Canadian Pacific Railway 
|Company. Thus, in January, 19035, 
mails were despatched vii Brindisi on 
| the 2nd, 16th, and 30th ; by the French 
Packet on the 9th and 23rd; and by 
| the German Packet on the 6th and 20th ; 
while they were only sent vi’ the 
Vancouver route on the 8th. Accord- 
‘ingly, mails sent from London by the 


| French Packet on 9th January arrived 
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letters which left London vid Vancouver 
the day previously. Even letters sent 
from London by the Brindisi route on 
16th January arrived at Hong-Kong 
before the letters which left London on 
8th January viii Vancouver. So far as 
regarded Yokohama, there was a nominal 
saving vv’ Vancouver route of six days, 
but it had to be borne in mind (1) that 
there was no postal contract by the 
Suez route to Yokohama, and that by 
proper arrangement this interval might 
be considerably reduced; and (2) that 
vui Vancouver there was only one mail 
every twenty-eight days, whereas there 
were six mails every twenty-eight days 
‘vi Suez, so that, even as regarded 
Yokohama, only those letters posted on 
the day of despatch of the mail rid 
Vancouver, or within four or five days 
previously could possibly get any benefit. 


They did not subsidise vessels in the’ 


interests of foreign countries, but in the 
interests of the British colonies. The 
colonies gave contributions towards the 
mail contracts, but no contribution was 
received, for instance, from Japan. One 
mail a month was worth nothing. If a 
man were even one day late a monthly 
mail was of no practical value to him. 
There was only one mail in twenty-eight 
days by the Canadian Pacific route ; and 
it would therefore be seen that, from a 
postal point of view, that route was of 
no practical advantage whatever, and 
effected no saving as far as this country 
was concerned. 


The Canadian Pacific Railway promised 
to put on a fast mail service between this 
country and Canada, but that service 
had not been put on. The Treasury 
Minute of the 18th of July, 1889, said— 


‘Some difficulty was felt with regard to the 
Atlantic portion of the line, the control of 
which is entirely in the hands of the Dominion 
Government. Satisfactory assurances were, 
however, given by that Government that the 
necessary acceleration of the service should be 
secured, and after much negotiation the terms 
of a contract were agreed upon.” 


That assurance was never carried out ; 


there was never any attempt to carry it | 


out. For ten years, therefore, the 
Government had been working on a 
footing of not getting the value which 


had been promised tothem. During that | 


period the British Government had been 
fooled ; and now, at the end of it, it was 


Mr. Caldwell. 


{COMMONS} 
at Hong-Kong and Shanghai before the | 
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proposed to renew the contract for five 
years, during which the Government 
would continue to be fooled. The 
Postmaster-General might say that it 
was not a question of postal matters 
alone, and that there were other con- 
siderations—naval and military con- 
siderations. He would deal with that. 
In the original contract it was stated 
that, if officers and men had to be 
despatched to Hong-Kong or China 
there would be a considerable saving of 
time by the Vancouver route. Accord- 
ingly, in the original contract, there were 
clauses under which— 


“The Company agree to convey troops on 
service at cost, the word ‘troops, including 
naval and military officers, seamen, marines, 
ete., including accommodation in colonist 
sleeping carriage, by rail, £16 4s. per man to 
and from Halifax, non-commissioned officers 
£20 138. Lld., second class, and commissioned 
officers £31 4s. 8d., first class. Rates to apply 
to detachments of fifty or upwards and to 
include all accommodation by land and sea, 
meals and rations. Government stores, not 
exceeding fifty tons in any one consignment, 
from Halifax to Hong Kong at cost; the cost 
by railway being estimated at one halfpenny 
per ton weight per mile, and the cost by sea at 
nothing beyond the charge of 4s. per ton for 
loading and discharging ; and stores exceeding 
fifty tens in weight at the lowest tariff rates 
charged to the public at the time of shipment.” 


Those were the naval and military 
advantages which were considered to 
be very important to this country, 
but who would ever think of send- 
ing troops to China by the Van- 
couver route. They would have to 
embark at Liverpool for Halifax, and 
on arrival they would have to travel 
five or six days by train to Vancouver. 
where they would detrain and embark 
on board ship for Hong-Kong, and 
arrive there later than if they had 
proceeded direct from Southampton 
without any changing. Those clauses 
were, however, eliminated from the new 
contract altogether, for the simple 
reason, of course, that the Government 
found there would be no advantage in 
sending men by that route. The new 
contract provided for any number of 
naval, military or civil officers in the 
service of His Majesty, not exceeding 
eight in the first-class saloon, four in 
the second.class, and ten in the third 
class. But the passage money was to 
be the same as that charged by the 
Company for ordinary passengers oi 
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the same class. Where was the need|of benefiting Canada but of benefiting 
for putting such a provision into the the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. 


contract ? 


Why should there be any The shares of the Canadian Pacific Rail- 


restriction as long as the Government | way on the 5th February, 1889, were 


were willing to pay the ordinary rates ? 
Further, it was provided that the Com- 
pany was to receive on behalf of the 
Admiralty small packages at the lowest 
rate of freight charged by the Company 
for private goods of a similar character 
and description. 
contract there was a provision for cheap 
fares; but that had now been dropped out, 
because it was found that the route was 
too long and involved too many changes. 
The Canadian Pacific Company befooled 
the Government for ten years; they 
now induced the Government to allow 
themselves to be befooled for another 
five years; and at the end of that 
period it would be found that the speed 
would not be one whit greater than it 
was at present. When the contract was 
before the House of Commons, and 
when he proposed that it be referred to 
a Committee, a number of canards 
appeared in the newspapers stating 
that the route to Yokohama could be 
covered in twenty-one days. That was 
actually done on one occasion ; but it 
was merely an advertisement journey. 
They could never run a_ twenty-two 
knot service to Canada ; it was too far 
north, and if they could it would be 
impossible to compete with the route to 
New York. 


Then, with regard to the Admiralty 
subsidy of £7,312 in respect of these 
vessels being cruisers. ‘These vessels 
were worth nothing as cruisers. They 
could not go more than fourteen knots 
an hour, and at that pace they would 


Under the original | 


selling at 54, and on the 15th of the 


following August, after the contract was 
signed, they were selling at 63}. 


Why 
on earth was this contract renewed for 
another five years? When the Siberian 
Railway was completed and arrangements 
made with its owners to carry the mails 
they would reach Japan and Shanghai 


in about fourteen days, and no mails 
would go by these boats at all. 


So far 
as a quick service to Canada was con- 
cerned that had yet to be obtained, yet 
the only reason of this contract was to 
obtain an accelerated service. Did the 
Postmaster-General imagine that there 
was theslightest possible chance in the 
future of deriving any benefit from the 
renewal of this contract? When the 
Siberian Railway was completed they 
could not hope to compete with it. For 
ten years the Government had been 
fooled with the promise of an accelerated 
service and, not satisfied with that, the 
Government had renewed the contract 
for the purpose of being befooled for 
another five years. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury) entirely endorsed what the hon. 
Gentleman had said with regard to the 
carriage of mails, but he was not in 
agreement with him in all his arguments. 
In his opinion these mail services should 
be charged not to the Post Office but to 
the Admiralty. We voted this money 
first to establish our supremacy on the 


sea, secondly to establish an all British 


have to have armed cruisers to protect | 


them, and vessels to carry coal for them, 
whereas Germany had cruisers which 
could go at twenty and twenty-one knots, 
as indeed had we. Jt had also been said 
that if the Suez Cana! were to be blocked 
at any time it might be convenient to 


route, and lastly for carrying mails. We 
paid for our mails 3s. a lb., because 
they were carried in British ships. On 
foreign ships they were carried at ls. 8d. 


‘alb. We were, in his opinion, sailing 


under false colours. He hoped the Post- 


/master-General woud carefully examine 


have Vancouver as a station. It was. 


inconceivable that the Suez Canal could 
be blocked, but if it were the P. and O. 
Mail Fleet would be cut intwo. Half of 
it would be in Chinese waters and half 
this side, and that part in Chinese waters 
could be easily diverted if necessary to 
Vancouver, while the other portion could 
go to Canada. This was not a question 


this question of mail subsidies. We were 
paying £60,000 a year to Canada and 
were glad to do so, but it was absurd to 
say it was for the purpose of carrving 
the mails. We paid it to maintain British 
supremacy. Wealso paid £200,000 a year 
to India, and the whole postage to and 
from India did not amount to half the 
sum, Then why saddle the Post Office 
with the cost? The Australian people 
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are framing their contract in such a| 
way as to insist that the vessels erga 
be so built that a large portion of | 
them should be reserved for the carri | 
age of frozen butter and frozen meat. | 
The Members of the House of Commons | 
were anxious that those subsidies should | 
be continued, but they were not anxious 
that they should fraudulently be placed 
on the Post Office Vote. The mails to 
America were a source of continual 
annoyance, because, although we were 
paying this large sum of £137,000 per 
annum, faster vessels travelled to 
America. He hoped his right hon. friend 
would be able to assure the Committee 
that a better state of things would pre- 
vailin future. The Returns moved for 
by the hon Member for Dundee had to | 
some extent opened their eyes. It was) 
because the Department were wanting | 
in honesty in refusing to face the fact | 
that they were paying the subsidies for | 
purposes other than the carriage of | 
mails, that they had ‘allen into their | 
present position, but he doubted whether, | 
strong as the Postmaster-General was, | 
he would be strong enough to break | 
through the traditions with which he) 
was hampered in this matter. 





Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. | 
AustEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, | 
E.), dealing first with the question as to 
the Committee he had appointed, said | 
that the two years notice given on| 
January 31 of this year tothe P. and | 
O. Company to terminate the mail con- | 
tract was given at the request of certain 
Colonial and other Administrations who 
were parties to the contract. The| 
Australasian Administrations in par- 
ticular preferred the request; but} 
practically every Administration inter- | 
ested in the contract and contributing | 
towards the service desired some changes. 
Speaking generally, the changes desired 
were greater speed and a smaller cost. 
These changes were equally desired 
by the British Post Office, but it must 
be a matter for negotiation and considera 
tion how far success in these directions 
could be achieved. A service in which 
so many different Administrations were 
interested was a matter of some compli- 
cation, and his desire to be advised by 
people with greater knowledge than he 
possessed as to how these various inter- 


Mr. Henniker Heaton. 
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ests could best be met, would be readily 
understood. He had,therefore,appointed 
the Committee, and he had selected the 
hon Member for Aston Manor to be the 
chairman, not only in view of the interest 
he had taken in the subject, but because 
of his experience as chairman of the 
Committee on the effect of subsidies on 
British shipping and British trade. There 
was a unanimous opinion that he ..ad 
conducted that Committee's deliberations 
with great skill and fairness, and he had 
acquired experience in that way which 
would be valuable to the Mail Contract 
Committee. On the Committee he had 
placed representatives of the Post Office, 
and he had invited the Colonial Office 
and the India Office to nominate repre- 
sentatives specially to look after the 
interests of Indianand Colonial Adminis 
trations. He had also invited the 
Admiralty to name an Admiralty repre- 
sentative—and they had, as a matter of 
fact, named two—in order that Admir- 
alty interests might not be overlooked, 
and that the harmonious co-operation of 
the different Departments of Govern- 
ment concerned might be secured. He 
regretted the suggestion that because 
the First Lord of the Admiralty was, 
some years ago, a P. & O. director, this 
would make it impossible for any Admir- 
alty official to sit on this Committee 
with an open and impartial mind. This 
was a large extension of anything that 

ad ever been said concerning the 
position of Ministers as directors, and 
one which no authority other than the 
hon. Member for Mid Lanark was likely 
to approve. . 


The Report of the Admiralty Com- 
mittee on the use that might be made 
of merchant cruisers had not been 
presented to the House; but one of 
the points particularly emphasised by 
the evidence they took was the desira- 
ability of a better communication 
between the Admiralty and the Post 
Office in regard to these contracts. He 
entirely shared that view, and thought 
it only reasonable and business-like—in 
fact, common sense—that the Govern- 
ment should obtain the advantages to be 
secured by negotiating as far as possible 
as a whole, and that the Admiralty 
should be associated with other depart- 
ments in the consideration of a contract 
in which they had a great interest. He 
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agreed that the Admiralty should be| question of mail subsidies. He was un- 
unhampered in their choice of mercan-| aware of that promise, but if the hon. 
tile cruisers by considerations which | Member would give him the reference, he 
were pre-eminently the business of the | would look the matter up and see what it 
Post master-General ; but that was not | was. Personally, as at present advised, he 
a reason why the Postmaster-General, | did not think that a Committee of the 
in making a big contract of this kind, | Housetolook into mailcontractsin general 
should neglect Admiralty interests | was required, cr was likely to get much 
altogether, or exclude Admiralty in-| new information or to render any useful 
terests from consideration. It was not/| service. He was quite willing to con- 
for the Postmaster-General to decide | sider what the hon. Member might have 
whether any ship should be used as a/| to say in the matter. Of course if there 
mercantile cruiser; but it was right | had been a definite pledge given he 
that he should assure himself whether | should be anxious to redeem it, but, so 
any condition useful to the Admiralty | far as his own view was concerned, he 
might be inserted in the mail contract,| thought that, if there was an inter- 
and whether any subsidy could be paid | departmental Committee on the lines he 
in respect of any naval advantages | had indicated to consider the conditions 
which the Admiralty might obtain, at | of the new contract for the mail service 
the same time as the Postmaster-General | to the East and Australia, it would be 
was arranging for the conveyance of | possible to put the House in possession 
the mails. The reference to the Com-| of full information; and, as the hon. 
mittee for which the hon. Member for | Member had said, no such contract could 
Mid Lanark had asked had already been | be made binding for a term of years 
published. He had not the exact terms | without the assent of the House being 
with him, but substantially it was a/| given toit. A big question had arisen 
simple reference requesting them toj|in connection with the Australian con- 
consider what provision should be made | tract to which he did not wish to do 
for the mail service to the East and | more than allude at the present time, as 
Australia on the expiration of the! it was still under discussion. It might, 
present contract. They would, of} however, appear as if he were trying to 
course, have to consider what alterna-| withhold information from the Com- 
tives to the present method of carrying | mittee if he passed by the subject with- 
the mails were available, and whether | ou: reference. It was known to hon. 
the opening of new routes and other | Members through statements which had 
facilities which had come into existence | appeared in the Press that the Govern- 
since the present contract was concluded | ment of the Australian Commonwealth 
should alter the conditions of carriage in | had desired the insertion in any new 
any new contract. But he did not pro-| contract to which they were a party ot 
pose toask them toconsider thesuggestion | a provision directed against the employ- 
of the hon. Member that cruisers be em- | ment of coloured labour on the mail 
ployed in leisure times as ordinary mail| ships. His Majesty’s Government had 
ships. ‘lo that he would anticipate the | felt themselves precluded now, as on 
strongest opposition from the Admiralty, | previous occasions, from assenting to any 
and he did not think anyone acquainted | stipulation for the exclusion of a class of 
with the Admiralty would associate | His Majesty's subjects. He need scarcely 
himself with the hon. Member in that | say that if it would be, as in his opinion 
proposal. While it was in accordance | it would be, impossible for his Majesty's 
with precedent that such a Committee as | Government to assent to such a stipula- 
he had appointed should be called to-| tion in any contract, it was doubly 
gether, it would, of course, be for the| impossible in a contract to which the 
Postmaster-General] and other Ministers | Indian Government was also a party. 
concerned, and especially for the Trea-| He only mentioned this to the Com- 
sury, to consider carefully any Report | mittee, because his silence might have the 
which they might present. eppearance of a desire to shirk the 
The hon. Member had referred to a| 1uestion.’ 
promise made by the late Chancellor of | With regard to the service from 
the Exchequer of a wider inquiry intothe| Vancouver across the Pacific, which 
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was worked in connection with 
the Canadian Pacific Railway, he need 
say the less, as the hon. Gentleman 
opposite had given the Committee a 
very full and detailed account of the 
circumstances in which the contract 
had arisen. To this question the hon. 
Gentleman opposite had devoted the 
greater part of his speech, and his hon. 
friend the Member for Canterbury had 
especially made it the text of his sermon 


that the Post Office Vote bore a 
burden which it was not fair to 
place there. He did not wish to 
challenge, in the main, the hon. Mem- 
ber’s statement of facts; but he 
demurred to the statement that, in 
connection with this contract, the 


Government were conferring a favour 
upon the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany, or that they had been fooled by the 
company, or that the company had been 
too sharp for His Majesty's Government. 
The contract was entered into as a great 
Imperial service by British ships at the 
urgent request of the Dominion Govern- | 
ment, and not for the purpose of | 
pleasing the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company. If the Government had a 
desire to please anybody when this | 
contract was made, it was to please) 
the Dominion Governmet. It was| 
quite true that the expectations with | 
which the service was established had | 
not been fulfilled. In one respect only | 
the hon. Member had not given quite | 
a fair account to the Committee. He 
had said that since this contract was | 
made, the P. and O. Company’s service, 
providing an alternative route to the| 
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this route, such as had been hoped for, 
and such as he still hoped to see 
established. The Canadian Government 
had from time to time made efforts 
to secure the establishment of such a 
service. Those efforts had not hitherto 
been successful, but it was within the 
knowledge of the Committee that quite 
recently they had called for fresh offers for 
a fast Atlantic service between this 
country and Canada. They had not 
yet communicated the result of any such 
offers to His Majesty’s Government, 
and, in the meantime, it was perfectly 
true to say that this service, as it at 
present existed, was of very little 
advantage as a mail service. We made 
a very small use of it, and the revenue 
which was obtained from letters and 
packages which went that way bore no 
proportion to the subsidy which had 
to be paid for the service. In_ his 
opinion, His Majesty's Government, 
in their anxiety to meet the wishes 
of Canada and give Canada every 
opportunity for facilitating the establish- 
ment of this fast Atlantic service, had 
gone to the utmost limits to which they 
could be expected to g», in assenting to 
the renewal of the contract for five years, 
in the hope that by that time the estab- 
lishment of an At'antic service might 
become an accomplished fact, and that 
we might then get a further quickening 
on the Pacific side, and soon make this 
route a route of real value. If these 
results were not achieved in the further 
interval which was left, he did not 
think it likely that whoever might be 
then responsible at the Treasury or 





East, had been quickened, so that this| Post Office would be inclined to concur 
route, which would otherwise have been in any further extension of the contract 
the shorter route to certain places, had | On its present basis. He did not agree, 
lost its advantage even in regard to| however, that we had obtained no ad- 
nearly all those places. 'vantage from the contract. It was 

| some advantage to have this alternative 


Mr. CALDWELL: Did this occur | Ute, even though it was not a very 


before the renewal ? 


effective route in the piping times of 
peace ; and it was some advantage to 
have the British Marine represented in 








Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said | ; “A 
that was the case; but the hon.|the North Pacific, and to prevent the 


Gentleman had quoted so much from | ‘T@de in those parts passing away from 
the Minute of 1889, that he had | the British Mercantile Marine. It was 


thought it only fair to show that a| 22 advantage, at any rate, in the view 
quickening was secured on the alter- of the Admiralty, to have the whole of 
native route. It was perfectly true that | these ships as mercantile cruisers, for 
we had failed to obtain hitherto any | Which they were willing to make a con- 
fast Atlantic service in connection with | tribution of £7,312, which represented 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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their contribution to the total cost of the 
service for this route for the call they 
would have upon the ships. The hon. 
Member opposite said those ships were 
very slow. No doubt they were slow 
contrasted with the Atlantic greyhounds, 
but their value to the Admiralty in 
certain conditions would depend, not on 
that comparison, but on the speed of 
other vessels cruising in the same waters. 
They were more valuable in the North 
Pacific than in the North Atlantic 
amongst very fast ships. 


Mr. CALDWELL : But there are not 
many British ships in the North Pacific. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that although that might be true it was 
nevertheless worth while to have the 
British flag represented in those waters. 
Sometimes it was necessary to lay out 
one’s money for a return which would 
not be immediate. It must be borne in 
mind by the Committee in considering 
this question of mail contracts that it 
involved not merely the conveyance of a 
certain bulk of mails between certain 
ports, but the running of a service in 
which vessels should start at fixed dates 
at a given time with or without pas- 
sengers or cargo, with return at a given 
time and no waiting for cargo ; and this 
regularity of service, which prevented 
the turning aside to obtain acargo from 
other sources, had to be paid for. Under 
such circumstances it was not altogether 
fair to divide the amount of subsidy paid 
to the P. and O. or the Pacific Company, 
or to the Cunard or White Star line by 
the amount of mails carried, working it 
out and saying they might be carried 
cheaper in foreign ships. Possibly that 
might be so; but we had the advantage 
of the regular service, upon which we 
could rely, and so far as he was con- 
cerned he preferred wherever it was 
possible to send British mails by British 
ships. He went a step further. He did 
not altogether agree with the hon. 
Member that it was wrong to include 
the packet service Votes among the Post 
Office Votes. It was true that beyond 
the appropriations in aid they might 
serve a great national interest altogether 
outside the Post Office; but he did not 
know under what better classification 
the service could be put. As each con- 
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tract came up for consideration the De- 
partment did its best to secure the most 
advantageous terms in speed, regularity, 
and convenience of service; but the con- 
ditions were so widely different, the cir- 
cumstances under which one contract 
was carried out were so entirely different 
from those which existed in reference to 
another contract, that each must be 
judged on its merits and examined 
by itself, and there would be no advan- 
tage in having them all thrown together 
into one pot to be boiled up and con 
sidered by the House of Commons. He 
had dealt with the points raised, and as 
there had been considerable discussion 
on a previous occasion he hoped the 
Committee would agree to pass on to 
the telegraph Vote, upon which there 
had not yet been any discussion. 


Revenue Depts. Estimates. 


Mr. CALDWELL said he had not 
moved a reduction of the Vote, and did 
not wish to do so, being quite satisfied 
that the matter would receive the per- 
sonal attention of the Postmaster- 
General. He put more faith in the 
right hon. Gentleman’s own personal 
attention than in his Committee. There 
was no doubt that the contracts re- 
ferred to were two of the most important 
the British Government had to offer. 
He hoped, therefore, matters would be 
carefully adjusted before the contracts 
were entered into. He was satisfied 
with the answer given; and only 
desired to refer to the necessity for 
making the contracts for short periods, 
so that the service should obtain full 
advantage of the improvements in speed 
and other developments. In no case 
should a contract be entered into for 
more than five years. 


Vote agreed to. 
Resolutions to be reported. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That a sum, not exceeding £2,549,430, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst day 
of March, 1904, for the salaries and 
working expenses of the Post Office 
Telegraph Service. 


K 
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*Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, |the other hand, we spent in Eng- 
W.) asked whether the Postmaster-|land £3,500,000 on telegrams, and 
General had appointed the Committee | £15,000,000 on postage. There was a 
to inquire into the grievances of certain | great deal to be desired in the way ot 
Post Office employees, and whether he | reform in connection with the telegraph 
could give the names of the gentlemen | tariffs to various parts of the world. 
who are to constitute the committee. The rate throughout Great Britain and 
Ireland was only a half-penny a word. 


*Mr HENNIKER HEATON with! The rate throughout France was less 
reluctance called attention to a number ‘than a halfpenny a word, and he there- 
of details in relation to the service, upon | fore thought that the rate to France 
which he suggested reforms should be | Ought not to be more than one penny 
instituted. In the first place the large|@ word. The Postmaster-General ad- 
and increasing Icss on the telegraph | mitted the other day that a very large 
service called for inquiry; no business | profit was made on the telegraph service 
men could be satisfied with the present | to France. Chambers of Commerce and 
state of affairs. The loss in the past | other public bodies interested in obtaining 
year he estimated at £1,000,000,|cheap communication between this 
and probably it was more. There were | country and France were anxious that 
90.000,000 ‘telegrams sent in  the| the rates should be cut down. But the 
year, and on 74,000,000 of these the loss | tariff was worse for telegraphic com- 
was 43d. each. He thought it was | munication with other countries on the 
due to the Committee that they should | Continent. For instance, the charge for 
know whether there was to be a message from here to Spain was 33d. 
limit to this loss, or whether it| per word, but from Germany to Spain 
would continue to increase. His right | 1t was only 23d. a word, although the 
hon. friend had said that the reasons for | German cable had to pass our door. He 
the enormous loss in the telegraph | would like the right hon. the Postmaster- 
service were perfectly well known, but| General to explain these anomalies, and 
they differed as to the reasons which | Say whether he intended to move in 
caused the loss, and the whole country | the matter of their reform. Again, 
was waiting for an explanation of this|the rate from this country to the 
state of matters. He called attention to| Russian frontier was only 2d. a 
this. question some time ago and the | word, but into Russia itself it 
Postmaster-General endeavoured to make | was 5d. per word. The rate from St. 
some reform. The only thing that was | Petersburg to Vladivostock was 4}d. a 
done was to issue an order to postmasters | word, but from England to Vladivostock 
not to give blotting-paper. The right | it was 2s. 7d. a word. The right hon. 
hon. Gentleman might have effected a| the Postmaster-General should hold a 
saving in connection with the cost | meeting with the Postmasters-General 
ot telegram forms and envelopes. of all the countries on the Continent 
Ninety million telegram forms were used, and devise a scheme by which through 
but he found that the supply was about telegraphic rates should never exceed the 
300,000,000. There must be a great loss | combined inland rates of the countries 
in that direction. He had always held|through which the messages pass. 
that the cables ought to be purchased | That, he thought, was a common-sense 
by the Government ; he meant the cables | Suggestion, and if carried out it would 
connecting this country with all parts | give intense satisfaction to the commercial 
of the Empire. At present the cable| community. He understood that the 
com panies were making a very good Postmasters-General of Belgium, Holland, 
thing out of their services. It might| France, Germany, Italy and other 
not be known to the Committee that we | countries were most anxious to come to 
spent £4,000,000 a year in cabling to | Some arrangement on this matter, and 
various parts of the Empire and to| With the advent of a new Postmaster- 
foreign countries, and only £1,000,000 | General in this country he trusted they 
in postage, that is, four times more on | would be able to make both the postal 
telegraphing than on postage to the | andtelegraphic communications between 
colonies and foreign countries. On!Great Britain and the Continent as 
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cheap as possible. The telegraphic rate | alike, although he deeply regretted 
to Egypt was ls. 7d. a word, which|the losses incurred. There was one 
was most unjustifiable, and he was|case in which a man sent a message 
sure that it could be not unprofitably | for 1,400 rolls of knitting wool at 
reduced to 6d. a word. 74d., and the telegraphic clerk sent it 


He invited the attention of the Post-|@t 83d. That was an astounding 
master-General to the enormous charges blunder ; hundreds of pounds were 
for telephonic communication. The lost, and no compensation was given. 
charge for a three minutes conversation He thought that in such cases there 
between London and Paris was 8s., and | Should be something more than a 
16s. for a six minutes conversation. | Polite letter of regret from the Post- 
That, he thought, was monstrous ; it | master-General. As to porterage of 
was far too high, as indeed had been telegrams, there was free delivery from 
admitted by the Postmaster-General | the Post Office door up to three miles, 
himself. Statistics should be furnished | but if the distance was a yard beyond 
showing the revenue and theexpenditure | that, a porterage of 3d. per mile was 
on the telephonic service; and he was |Charged from the Post Office door, 
confident it would be demonstrated that|0r 1m other words for four miles 
the rate might be reduced from 8s. to | altogether. For instance, a man who 
2s. 6d. for a three minutes conversation | lived just one yard beyond the three 
between London and Paris or London and | ™iles was charged a shilling for porter- 
Brussels. He believed hon. Members | #8®: The fair thing would be to 
would also agree with him that telephonic | Commence charging | porterage beyond 
communication between various parts of | the three - mile limit. It was stated 
this country over the Trunk lines was|that the object of the Government 
much too high. A few weeksago he had| Ws to keep the people on the land, 
had a long conversation with the most | 2nd he held that it was their duty 
progressive, able and intelligent Post-|t© Put every person in the country, 
master-General of Italy, His Excellency | whether near or distant from a Post 
Signor Gallimberti; who had pointed out | Office, on a footing of perfect equality 
to him how the system of communication | 1 Tegard to telegraphic communication. 
in Italy compared with this country. If) It was wrong to punish people for 
the right hon. Gentleman would pay a| living beyond the three-mile limit ; and 
visit during his holiday to Rome, and | he thought that his right hon. friend 
other Italian cities, he might learn a | Should give free porterage everywhere. 
lesson in regard to charges both for | lhey had now a magnificent system of 
telephonic and telegraphic communiea- | ansmitting telegrams ; and he thought 
tion. For instance, in Rome a telegraph | the time had arrived when the limit for 
message of fifteen to eighteen words | telegrams should be increased from 
only cost 5d., as against twelve words | twelve to twenty words for 6d 
for 6d. in this country. Turning to Further, the name of every place in the 
another question, he had had hundreds | Country should be charged as one word. 
of letters complaining of telegraphic | A man should not be punished for living 
blunders made by ignorant clerks in|! 4 place called ‘* Mud-in-the-Hole” by 
his right hon. friend’s Department. | having its name charged as four words. 
In one case a, man incurred a| He never could understand why “ Char- 
loss of £1,500, and was driven into |g Cross” was charged as two words, 
the Bankruptey Court through the| and “St. Pancras” as one, unless it 
blunder of a telegraphic clerk; and|Wa8 that the Post Office wished to 
there were numerous other instances | square the saints. He would leave that 
of people who had lost large sums | qUestion in the hands of his right hon. 








of money through the carelessness | triend, with the hope that he would be 
of telegraphic clerks. When complaint | ble to give the Committee an assurance 
was made to the Department, the that in future every place in the country 
answer on every occasion was a reference should be charged as one word. 

to the rules and regulations by which| In conclusion, he would like to say a 
the Postmaster-General must be guided, | few words with regard to the marvellous 
and under which he must treat all'system which was known as_ wireless 
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telegraphy, and which was invented by his 
distinguished friend Marconi. Although 
he was in no way connected with that 
system, he was delighted with its progress. 
Lately there were signs of greater keen- 
ness on the part of the Post Office 
regarding it; but he should like an 
explanation as to why Marconi had not 
been treated fairly by the Post Office 
authorities in this country. He was 
glad to say that his right hon. friend 
had to a great extent altered that 
state of things. He would tell the Com- 
mittee what occurred. A few years ago 
Marconi submitted a written offer to 


the Postmaster-General to connect the | they numbered 179. 
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the Post Office was working at a con- 
siderable loss, it appeared strange that 
there should be an increase of no less 
than £250,000 under those two heads. 
The maintenance of the postal telegraph 
system had increased by £133,000, or 
16 per cent.; and telegraph works had 
increased by £125,000, or no less than 
30 per cent. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would be able to give an 
explanation of those large and sudden 
increases. Someof the increases were very 
surprising. For instance, linemen and 
batterymen in London numbered 
seventy-five last year, whereas this year 
There were only 


islands of Guernsey and Sark by wireless | three enginemen in London last year, as 
telegraphy without any conditions or | against eleven this year. 


stipulations, and without any expense to | 


the Post Office; but the Post Office officials 
refused it. He would ask his right hon. 
friend to state why that offer was re- 


fused, in view of the fact that the| 


Government went to large expense the 
other day in constructing a cable from 


Guernsey to Sark rather than accept | heads. 


He would mention 
another case. When Marconi was 
trying very hard to extend his 
system, in place of getting generous 
assistance from the Post Office, he never 
got anything but opposition. Worse 
than that, a letter, which he believed 


the noble offer. 





Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that was due to the progress of the 
London telephones. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL said that the 


| London telephones appeared under other 


With reference to telephones, 
he hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would be able to tell the Committee 
what fiuancial success had attended the 
operations of the Post Office in that 
direction, up to the present. Perhaps 
the right hon. Gentleman would also 
tell the Committee the result of his 


emanated from the Post Office, was sent | negotiations with the Marconi Company 


to all the Golonial Governments warning 
them against taking up Marconi’s 
system. He should like a thorough in- 
quiry into that matter. Only the other 
day Marconi asked that he should 
receive the same rights and privileges as 
weregiventothecablecompanies. A more 
modest application he could not imagine; 
but Marconi did not get the facilities for 
which he asked. He did not think that 
was fair. Marconi did not receive from 
this country that generous assistance 
which he hoped for and expected ; but, 
at the same time, he was bound to add 
that during the short time the Post- 
master-General had been in office he had 
made the position of Marconi more 
comfortable. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) said he thought that some 
explanation should be given of the very 
large increases in Sub-heads A and B of 
this Vote. In view of the fact that 


Mr. Henniker Heaton. 


| Atlantic. 





for wireless communication across the 
He sincerely hoped that the 
right hon. Gentleman would not adopt 
the suggestion of the hon. Member for 
Canterbury that the Government should 
take over and work the cable systems. 
A more risky speculation he could 
hardly imagine. x, 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 
ton) said he should liketo ask the Post- 
master-General to take this opportunity 
of stating to the House the names of 
the gentlemen he proposed to appoint 
to inquire into the grievances of the 
postal staff, also how long the inquiry 
would be likely to last ; and whether 
the Report would be laid before Parlia- 
ment. 


Sirk JOHN LENG said that the hon. 
Member for Canterbury had given the 
Committee a number ot interesting sug- 
gestions which he hoped would be 
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adopted as time went on. 
like to emphasise the suggestion of the 
hon. Gentleman as to the cheapening of 


{8 JUNE 1903} 
He should | 
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the public could gather the treatment 


‘of the Post Office had neither been 


foreign cable messages. As far as trade | 


and commerce were concerned, it was 


most desirable that the rates for tele- | 


graphing across the Atlantic, to 
Australia, to India, to China, and other 
countries should be reduced to the 
lowest possible point. The imports and 


exports of the country depended very | 


much on low charges for cable com- 
munications. By far the most valuable 
part of the business of the country was 


encouraging nor helpful, which was 
quite contrary to the attitude of the 
Admiralty, who had promptly availed 
themselves to a large extent of Mr. 
Marconis invention. His system had 


been employed on between 100 and 200 


conducted almost entirely by cable; and | 


it was greatly handicapped as compared 
with continental commerce by the high 
charges which had to be paid. 
Allusion had been made to the treat- 
ment which the Post Office meted out 
to the young inventor, Marconi. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
Clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Resolutions to be reported To-morrow ; 
Committee also report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


GREAT NORTHERN, PICCADILLY, AND | 


3ROMPTON RAILWAY (VARIOUS 
POWERS) BILL [sy Orper}]. 


As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


SUPPLY [llru Auiotrrep Day). 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. JerrrEys (Hampshire, 'N.) in 
the QOhair. | 
CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 
REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 


1. £2,549,430, to complete the sum 
for Post Office Telegraphs. 


*Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee) proceeding 
with his speech, referred to a widespread 
impression that existed that the Post 
Office had been somewhat ungenerous in 
its treatment of Mr. Marconi. Sofar as 


vessels in the Navy, and had been much 
appreciated. He would be glad to 
have information from the Postmaster- 
General as to anything that had been 
done in the way of facilitating the 
transmission of Marconi messages from 
the sea through the ordinary post offices 
on shore. He desired also to know 
what progress had been made in facili- 
tating communication between the light- 
ships on the coast and the shore light- 
houses, so that in the event of shipwreck 
instant communication could be obtained 
with the coastguard and lifeboat services. 
He also asked what progress had been 
made with the laying of underground 
telegraph wires with a view to the 
avoidance of those serious interruptions 
of telegraphic communication with Scot- 
land by the blowing down of wires in 
high winds, or their breakage by snow- 
storms. Perhaps, also, the Postmaster- 
General would give some information 
respecting the proceedings of the Inter- 
national Conference. He complimented 
the Postmaster-General, in conclusion, 
on his able discharge of the duties of his 
office, and disclaimed any desire to 
reflect upon his administration or do 
otherwise than assist him in Post Office 
reforms by the suggestions he made 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
thanked the hon. Member for the way 
in which he had spoken of him person- 
ally, and said he had to acknowledge 
that he had received nothing but kind- 
ness and cons‘deration from both sides 
of the House in the discharge of his 
official duties. A number of questions 
had been put to him of varying interest, 
which were all worthy of a few words in 
reply, and as briefly as he could he 
would deal with those questions. He 
was not yet able to make any further 
announcement as to the Committee on 
rates of wages to Post Office employees. 
The Committee would see that it would 
take some time to form a Committee ef 
that kind, composed of the persons they 
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all desired to see serving upon it, but | fairly taken into account at that time. 
that was less unfortunate than other-| In the next place, in recent years there 
wise would be the case, because the} had been two streams of public opinion 
Officials of the staff interested would) constantly washing against the Post 
require some time to collect and frame | Office and producing their effect upon 
the information they would desire to | its policy. One was the demand, admir- 
place before its members. The hon. | ably represented by his hon. friend the 
Member for Hoxton had asked when! Member for Canterbury, for greater 
the Report would be issued. Such a ques-  fac'lities for the public in every respect. 
tion was altogether premature. The | The other was the demand, represented 
time likely to be occupied by the inquiry|on both sides of the House, for 
must depend on the method employed higher pay to the servants of the 
by the members of the staff in pre-| State in whatever position they served. 
senting their cases. He hoped they would | If, during a period of years, they had a 
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select people competent to speak on their 
behalf and to put their case within 
reasonable limits and without unduly 
prolonging discussion, so that there 
would be a Report before any long 
period had elapsed. At the same time 
he thought it was more important that 
the work should be well done, and that 
the inquiry should result in securing a 
satisfactory judgment, than that matters 
should be hastened so as to obtain any 
Report at a very early stage. The dis- 
cussion this evening had been chiefly 
concerned with the interests and griev- 
ances of the public. These were too 
often omitted from their debates on the 
postal and telegraph services, but they 
did deserve some attention. After all, 
the Post Office existed for the :ervice of 
the public ; and, whilst their desire was 
that employees of the State should be well 
treated and that its service should be a 
good service, the 7vison d’étre of the Post 
Office was that it should be of service 
to the public. 


Member for Canterbury 
called attention to the annual 
loss which was incurred upon the 
telegraph service as distinct from the 
postal service, and invited him to give to 
the Committee detailed reasons for the 
loss. The deficit was due to a variety of 
causes. 


The hon. 


| steady increase in the cost of labour and 


a steady reduction in the price at which 
they supplied their finished product or 
gave their service to the public, he was 
afraid the result was bound to be what 
they said in regard to the telegraphs— 
a deficit instead of a profit. But the 
House of Commons was master in these 
matters. It had to decide, in the last 
resort, whether it was satisfied with the 
treatment of the employees ; and it must 
decide also whether the public ought to 
get increased benefits as senders of 
telegrams or whether they were to get 
increased benefits as the owners of the 
telegraph system of the country. They 


‘could not have it both ways. They 


could not raise wages and increase the 
services rendered to the public and at 
the same time decrease the loss or turn 
the loss into a profit. The endeavour 
of his predecessors and himself had been 
to hold the balance fairly between these 
conflicting claims—to see that the State 
was not a discreditable employer of 
labour, to give to that section of the 
public which were their customers such 
facilities as they fairly could, and then 
to come to the House of Commons to 
support them when they refused, in the 
interests of the public at large, to confer 
extravagant benefits on _ particular 


He thought, in the first place, | See a Sea 


that the State paid an exorbitant sum | 


when it originally bought the telegraphs, | 


The Government of this country were 
more tender in regard to private interests 
than most other Governments were, and 
the result was that, when the State 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I am 
sorry to interrupt my right hon. friend, 
‘but I do desire that he will tell the 
/Committee the amount of money 
expended on the employees and the 





decided to take over the telegraphs, it | amount of concession given to the public, 
had to pay a sum which not only fore-| I can tell the Committee in a moment. 
stalled future profits, but, he thought, | It is £600,000 to the employees and about 
exceeded any profits which could be | £20,000 to the public. 

Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said! number of words including addresses. 
his hon. friend had been good enough | He had found many difficulties arising 
to save him the necessity of replying to | out of the present arrangement, but he 
the question. | thought that nearly every difficulty he 
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| had to confront arose out of some con- 
Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL asked if cession made to the public demand by 


the £600,000 was for telegraphemployees one of his predecessors. And when 


alone. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN re- 
plied that the sum referred to was for 
postal employ/s generally. He thought 
that in some directions there were signs 
of improvement in their telegraph 
service. They were now embarking 
more and more largely on the telephone 
system, which he hoped would be a 
remunerative investment. He did not 
want the State to make an exaggerated 
profit out of the business it conducted ; 
but, on the other hand, he held that if 
they gave up the idea of profit altogether 
they probably gave up also sound busi- 
ness management and the best incentive 
to economy and efficiency. He did not 
think they ought to supply to what was 
only a section of the public, after all, a 
great service at the cost of the public as 
a whole, or without making a reasonable 
return on the capital which the public 
as a whole had put into the business. 
If he was right in his expectations that 
their telephone service would prove to 
be remunerative, and he would do his 
best to make it so, the telephones being 
part of the monopoly of the Postmaster- 
General, that would come in to reduce 
the deficit on the telegraph service. It 
was true that already a reduction was 
made in the deficit by the telephone 
system, for they drew in royalties from 
the National Telephone Company some- 
thing like £150,000 a year in aid of 
their revenue. He did not think that 
with the telegraph service in its present 
condition the Committee should expect 
that the Treasury, or even the Post- 
master-General, should be willing to 
launch out in large fresh concessions 
involving greatly increased expenditure | 
without commensurate return. His hon. | 


| 


those officials, to whom he was so 


greatly indebted, and to whom his 
hon. friend did scant justice when 
he spoke of their efforts to serve the 
public, came to him with criticisms or 
with objections to suggestions which he 
made, it was only to save him from the 
fate of having added to the difficulties of 
his successors, as he was sometimes 
inclined to reproach his predecessors past 
and gone for having landed him in these 
difficulties. There was the £60,000 with 
which his hon. friend taunted him. He 
should be glad to drop that sum to- 
morrow if he could give up the registered 
addresses with it, and he should consider 
it the best stroke of business that any 
Postmaster-General had done for a long 
time. But he could not give up the 
registered addresses. It had got too 
firm a hold on the public. Even if he 
could do away with it for domestic pur- 
poses, he could not do it for foreign and 
colonial messages. But if his hon. friend 
thought that the £60,00U paid the Post 
Office for the trouble, the inconvenience, 
and the interruption of working which 
were caused by the system of registered 
addresses he made a yreat mistake. He 
should be very glad to get rid of 
registered addresses if he could. 


There had been recently introduced by 
the engineers of the telegraph service of 
the Post Office a switch-board something 


like the switch-board which was in opera- 


tion in the telephone system throughout 
the country. The system hitherto had 
been that practically every branch office 
in London wishing to communicate with 
another district office had to telegraph 
into the Central Telegraph Office in 


_ London, the message had to be read off, 


written out, carried to another operator 
in the same building, and again tele- 
graphed. That system was cumbersome, 





friend had said they were collecting slow, and gave an added risk of mistakes ; 
a revenue of something like £60,000 but there had not been business enough 
a year from those who registered tele-| to enable them to run a wire between the 
gtaph addresses—a rather mean way of | offices. They had now, however, got 
obtaining revenue, he thought—and | this arrangement of a switchboard by 
that they ought to give it up and allow which, say, Kensington, could be switched 
twenty words without addresses, or a less | straight through to Chelsea, thussaving the 
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operation at the Central Telegraph Oftice. 
There had been difficulties in the way, 
but the engineers had successfully over- 
come them, and the system was working 
very satisfactorily in a great number of 
offices with a great saving of time in the 
delivery of messages and a certain saving 
of labour. As to the registration of 
addresses, he had looked very carefully 
into the matter. It must be borne in 
mind that there were thousands of them 
in London alone; a register had to be 
compiled and kept up to date in every 
office, and there were alterations to be 
made and circulated daily. If he could 
have seen his way to giving a free 
address with a slightly reduced number 
of words to the message, he would have 
done so gladly ; but there were obstacles 
in the way, and he was quite sure he 
should have the whole commercial com- 
munity against him in regard to such a 
change. 


He hoped he might be able to an- 
nounce before very long some further 
reduction in certain of the rates to 
foreign countries. But it was not quite 
so simple a matter as his hon. friend the 
Member for Canterbury in his enthusiasm 
seemed to think; it was a matter of 
negotiation with foreign countries and 
cable companies. 
had sometimes to be dealt with. There 
were many things which he was pre- 
pared to do and to which he believed he 
could secure the assent of the Treasury 
without much difficulty; but the assent 


of foreign countries was also necessary. | 


They must also bear in mind that 
the strategic and other interests of 
this country in the great cable system 
of the world must be considered. We 
were the pioneers of that system, and in 
that regard English enterprise, industry, 
and capital had no doubt done magnifi- 


cent work. He should lose no oppor- 
tunity that offered of securing a 
reduction. In passing he must say 


that his hon. friend was over-sanguine 
as to the results of reductions: cable 
traffic did not respond rapidly 
to reductions in rates. The Australian 
traffic had made no great progress since 
the great reductions that had taken 
place, and the South African traffic was 
perhaps the one instance to the contrary. 
They must also remember that while 
3s. 6d. or 10s. 6d. per word seemed a 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 


Very complex interests | 
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monstrous rate to pay, yet that word, 
thanks to the use of codes and ciphers, 
generally conveyed a whole sentence, or 
as much as an ordinary Parliamentary 
report gave of five minutes’ talk — 
and, if they considered it as a rate for 
information conveyed, the charges were 
by no means so monstrous as they 
appeared to be at first sight. Lord 
| Balfour’s Committee came to the con- 
| clusion that, speaking generally, the 
| rates were not exorbitant. There were 
|some exceptions, and to these he had 
| been giving his attention. He could not 
| at present give the Committee any 
'further information ; but he hoped, in 
| connection with the International Tele- 
| graph Conference, that they might arrive 
| at some further reductions. More than 
that he could not say. 

| As to the other questions raised by 
|his hon. friend, he did not propose 
|at the present time to adopt the 
| policy of purchase in regard to the 
Spanish cable. They were in com- 
munication with the company as to the 
terms on which the rates might be 
renewed, and would do their best to 
serve the public. As to the rates between 
mermany and Spain, it must be re- 
Gembered that the German Government 
subsidised their cable. With regard to 
wireless telegraphy, his hon. friend 
seemed to have rather inconsistent ideas. 
If he were quite as certain of the 
possibilities of the future of wireless 
telegraphy as his hon. friend was, this 
would not be the moment at which he 
should press upon his friends the claims 
of investments in cable shares. He did 
not think those who owned cable shares 
had any occasion to become frightened 
about their investments ; but he did not 
know that it was a moment for launching 
out in great cable speculation. Before 
doing so he thought they might well 
watch the progress of Mr. Marconi’s 
system. He was bound to say that 
scant justice had been done to the Post 
Office in this matter by various speakers. 
Long before the inventions of Mr. 
Marconi had reached their present point 
he received such facilities as the Post 
Office could give for his experiments. 
The Post Office did everything they 
could to assist what they thought might 
be a great progress in civilisation, and 
they had neither shown any disposition 
to strangle the invention at its birth nor 








| to prevent its development and success. 
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*Smr JOHN LENG: Then why the 
long delay with the communication at 
Poldhu ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he would deal with that point later on: he 
was now on the general question. The Post 
Office had had no desire to strangle the 
invention or prevent its full development, 
but they had, however, desired not to 
bind themselves to give away the rights 
of the PostmastereGeneral in the same 
way in which they were given away 
in regard to telephones, before the 
importance of telephones was seen. For 
that action his predecessors and himself 
had never ceased to be criticised, and the 
Post Office had still to bear the burden. 
At present they knew very little about 
wireless telegraphy. We knew very 
little of the conditions under which 
wireless telegraphy would have to be 
worked. In most countries the Post 
Office was in the position of a monopolist ; 
but in this country the monopoly of the 
Postmaster-General did not cover com- 
munications with a foreign shore or 
outside the three-mile limit. The Post 
Office, therefore, could not strangle the 
invention even if it ‘wanted to. Their 
business communications had not been 
with Mr. Marconi, though personally his 
relations with that gentleman had been 
most friendly. They had been dealing 
with the company which possessed the 
inventor's rights. The company did not 


ask merely for what the cable companies 


had. They asked for an exclusive right 
to work wireless telegraphy in this 
country, and they asked for permanence. 
He could not give them either. He said 
he would give them a private wire at 
Poldhu; and when they applied for it 
they had that private wire, and they had 
had it for some time past. There was 
no difficulty at any time about the 
company’s having their private wire on 
ordinary terms, or obtaining delivery of 
any messages sent to them from any 
point in this country, or having messages 
received at Poldhu put on the Post 
Office wires. But they asked the Post 
Office to become their agents for the 
collection of messages to be transmitted 
by their wireless system in the same 
way that anybody could hand in a 
message at any post office to be 
transmitted by the cable companies. 


He wrote explaining generally the terms 


{8 JUNE 1903} 


Revenue Depts. Estimates. 286 
on which he was prepared to act, and 
laid down certain conditions he would 
have to enforce in order to prevent 
interference with the Admiralty for 
strategic reasons and to safeguard 
national interests. He further said they 
must satisfy his technical officers of 
what was disputed by him—namely, 
that the company were in a position to 
carry on their business and transmit 
messages from one side of the Atlantic 
to the other. That letter was written 
on March 31st last, and he was still 
waiting for areply. He did not complain 
of the delay in the least ; but he did 
complain that the delay should be 
be meen to the Post Office. When 
they were in a position to write him to 
‘send down his technical officers, and 
' when he was satisfied that the company 
| were in a position to carry on the 
| business, he would be prepared to meet 
‘them, but he was not prepared to collect 
/money from the public until he was 
satisfied that the company could do its 
|share of the work. The Committee 
' would see that the conditions he had 
| laid down were such as were necessary 
| to safeguard the nationalinterests, as well 
| as the strategic interests, of this country. 
There was nothing to prevent the Board 
of Trade using the Marconi apparatus : 
‘indeed, he believed his right hon. friend 
the head of the Department was in 
‘communication with the company on 
‘the subject. . 





| As regarded the progress of under- 
|ground wires to the North, in a 
‘statement he made to the Scotch 
Chambers of Commerce early in the year 
he explained what progress had been 
‘made in the past year and the pro- 
| gramme for this year, which”he believed 
| would be fulfilled before the end of the 
year. He thought the Post Office 
|deserved great credit for the constant 
progress that had been made in the 
'scientific development of these under- 
ground cables. The sum provided for 
this purpose during the last two years 
/was £30,000 a year, and the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had provided this year 
£130,000, and the fact that they were 
‘making rapid progress with this work in 
part accounted for the increased ex- 
| penditure to which attention had been 
drawn. Another part of the increase 








237 =©Supply—Civil Services and {COMMONS} — Revenue Depts. Estimates. 288 
was due to the extension of |and efficiency of the international tele- 
the telephone system in London. | graph system, but at the same time they 


Information had been asked for with 
regard to the progress of the London 
telephone system. Considerable difficul- 
ties had had to be overcome in connection 
with local authorities, and so forth, but 
he had had a good many interviews with 
local authorities, and was glad to ‘say 
that the relations of the Post Office 
with those bodies were now on a much 
better footing than they had been 
hitherto, and he hoped that in the 
future there would be less friction than 
in the past. They had laid about 1,000 
miles of pipes under the streets of 
London to carry the oables, and into 
those pipes they had already drawn over 
100,000 miles of wires. The net result 
was that during the last six months 
there had been a most rapid increase 
in the number of telephone subscribers 
and in the number of calls. Of course he 
had had complaints, but the friction had 
mostly been between the Post Office 
exchanges and the Telephone Company, 
and not in consequence of bad working 
on the part of the Post Office system 
itself. He regretted that the Post 
Oifice monopoly in this matter had ever 
been made the subject of licences to 
any private company at all. This was 
not a suitable matter for compet tion. 
It was one of those cases in which the 
public could only lose by competition 
and eould only gain by a monopoly, and 
if there was a monopoly it ought to be 
in the hands of a public authority. In 
a great part of the country the Rissben 
of the Telephone Company came to an 
end in 1911; and he could not conceive 
that after that period any Postmaster- 
General would ever allow the system to 
pass out of his hands again. The Post 


Office were steadily extending their 
system in various directions. The 
Central London Exchange was, he 


thought, already the biggest exchange 
in the world, and they were looking 
forward to an enormous development in 
a few years. 


One other matter had been men- 
tioned, viz., the International Telegraph 
Conference. That Conference was mainly 
concerned with the details of tele- 
graph administration. These details 
had. their interest for the public, as on 
them depended the smooth working 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 





were matters of detail and not suited for 
discussion in this House. With regard 
to the question of the reduction of charge, 
they might obtain some advantage, but 
he could not say more at present. Then 
there was the question of the compulsory 
adoption of the Berne vocabulary for all 
codes. He had instructed the British 
delegates to oppose the compulsory adop- 
tion of that vocabulary. He could not 
say what the decision of the Conference 
would be; but he felt strongly that the 
disadvantages to the commercial com- 
munity which would result from its 
adoption would far outweigh any possible 
advantages which it might have from an 
administrative point of view, and he 
hoped the Conference would come to the 
same View. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL pointed out 
that under the main heads of the Vote 
the money asked for was required for 
both telegraphic and telephonic purposes, 
so that it was impossible to tell the actual 
cost of either service. He hoped that 
next year the right hon. Gentleman 
would endeavour to frame the Estimate 
in such a way as to separate the tele- 
graph from the telephone charges. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he would be very glad if he could do as 
the hon. Member suggested, but in 
point of law telephones were telegraphs, 
and it was by virtue of that fact the 
Postmaster-General enjoyed his present 
monopoly. Consequently the telephone 
service had always been treated as part 
of the telegraph system, and it would be 
impossible now to unravel the accounts 
which had been kept conjointly for so 
many years past. As far as the London 
system was concerned, however, he 
proposed to keep the charges separate, 
so as to be able to judge whether the 
charges made were fair, and whether 
they resulted in a profit or a loss. 


Mr. FREDRICK WILSON (Norfolk, 
Mid) urged that more liberality should 
be shown in encouraging the establish- 
ment of telegraphic offices in villages. 
He believed that if that were done the 
necessary guarantees would gladly be 
given. 











289 Supply—Civil Services and {8 JuNE 1903} Revenue Depts. Estimates. 290 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) | people in the bar before they could get 
said he hoped that the Government | to the instrument. The public inteiest 
would do nothing to identify themselves | would be better served by other places, 
with the Marconi system of telegraphy | equally convenient, being secured for the 
as against other systems which had | purpose. 
been more successful but not so well 
advertised. He submitted that the time| \yr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
had not arrived when the Government | he entirely agreed with the hon. Member, 
should identify themselves with any | and he would never establish a telephone 
particular system ; and he hoped that | ¢all-office in a public-house if other suit- 
the House would be given an oppor- | able premises could besecured. But any- 
tunity of considering the question before | body in the London area could have 
any large expenditure was incurred. a telephone at the message rate, and 
allow it to be used by the public. 





Mr. MARKHAM thought the state- 
ment of the Postmaster-General was an} \{p. DALZIEL asked whether they 
extraordinary one. Didthe Department | ooyld charge on the penny-in-the-slot 
really not know what profit was made | system. 
on the telegraph system, and what on | 


the telephone system ? There ought to | ‘ — ' — 
be a profit and loss account of each Psy ct * ies b gps aaa ane said 
service, otherwise the concern was not | ey , could, and many ‘tracesmen, 

especially in the suburbs, found it a 


being carried on on sound _ business | F 2 
6 | great convenience and benefit to have a 


pie iene telephone and allow their customers to 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, | ¥S® it. He could not make a special law 
S.) suggested that the sender of a tele. t© prevent publicans doing the same as 


: P ld assure the 
wei Sensi ton: atteonial t other people, but he coul 
gram should be allowed to insert in the | hon. Member that no action had been 


form the time at which he handed in | 

the message according to the post-office | taken by the Post Office to make 
clock. He had had personal experience | PUblicans their agents in this matter. 
of the delay caused in the offices, a | i ae oe 2 . 5 9 _ 
telegram which he had sent having been | °™DEF [OF i SOMAEE Bie eee 
post-timed twenty minutes by the clerk. | been brought before his notice by Ques- 
He desired to refer also to the giving of | ee ee oa pag gg ve 
ees ee See 6 that the cabinets had previously been 


fe ae ees ee eee made not by private firms, but in the 


interest. By a statute of George TIL. | post Office factory, and that it would 


Members were forbidden to have any | - 
such interest in Government contracts. | not be to oo aye eens - state a 
This particular contract was for a number | PT!Ces quoted by the different firms. The 


of telephone cabinets, most of which had | Act to which the hon. Member had re- 
had to be returned for alterations. He | ferred had no bearing whatever on the 


: 'case. As to the remarks of the hon. 
asked the right hon. Gentleman to state Mentos fee the Meth Didsles os 


what were the prices quoted by private ° : 
contractors as ‘aban those a Messrs. | he — already stated, 7 — be oa 
Maple and Co. As to the telephone | possible to sr i expenditure, o 
charges, he believed the charge for a | ®4Y how much ha oe et an te 
three-minutes conversation with Dublin | 5°Patate services, although he quite 
was 5s. or 6s. This he thought was | agreed that the more they could find out 
exorbitant, and ought to be reduced | how much each service cost the better 
‘ ‘| it would be. 

Mr. DALZIEL referred to the estab- 2 
lishment of telephone call-offices in| Vote agreed to. 
public-houses. Such an arrangement | a _ 
was exceedingly awkward, as persons | Crass IV. 
desiring to use the telephone had topush| 2 £88,619, to complete the sum for 
their way through perhaps a dozen | British Museum. 
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Mr. SOARES drew attention to the 


{COMMONS} 


newspapers stored at Hendon, and said | 
that speedy reference to the speeches of | | hon. Member for Mansfield said that 
politicians was of considerable import-| there was not enough money voted to 


ance in these days. 


Before one could | 


look up a apeech of the Colonial Secre- , 


tary, for example, and go to Hendon and 
back, its interest might be out of date. 
He asked for information as to the 
Spaces acquired by the authorities, the 
number of officers lodged on the 
premises of the British Museum, and as 
to the purchase of plots of land for the 
purpose of cuaeline the Museum. 
Were they establishing a system of resi- 


292 


had been not to have many persons 
living on the Museum premises. The 
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enable the trustees of the British Museum 
to carry on the work of binding in an 
efficient manner, and that in conse- 
quence valuable papers were deteriorat 


‘ing. All he could say was that the 


dential flats for officials at the British | 


Museum! That was a very important 


question, having regard to the risk of | 


fire. 


Mr. MARKHAM said he was glad 
to notice that at last the catalogues at 
the British Museum had been attended 
to He complained, however, that the 
Government did not provide sufficient 


allocation of the money voted was 
the business of those who managed 
the British Museum. He had received 
no such complaint as that to which the 
hon. Member had referred, but if it 
were brought to his attention he would 
do all he could to see that the papers of 
which the British Museum trustees were 
the guardians were properly bound, and 
looked after, and preserved. 


Mr. SOARES asked if all the twelve 


' officials lived on the premises, and was 


money to bind the books and papers at | 


the Museum. The answer given to 
this complaint was that the money was 
given to the authorities to spend, and 
they dealt with the expenditure as they 
thought fit ; but he had heard from the 
officials that the amount of money they 
received from the Government was not 
sufficient to enable them to have all the 
books and papers properly bound. As 
this was a great national institution, he 
appealed to the Secretary to the Treasury 
te see that a sufficient sum of money 
was granted to enable the authoritie: 
not only to catalogue the exhibits pro- 
perly, but also to have the various 
books and papers properly bound, so as 
to preserve them. Many valuable books 
and papers had been lying there two 
and three years unbound, and they 
were rapidly deteriorating. 


Mr. ELLIOT said that it was 
a very reasonable and economical course 
to acquire land for the purpose of stor- 
ing newspapers at Hendon. He thought 
that there was no danger about looking 
up the speeches of statesmen, and there 
were not many who had recourse to the 
British Museum for the purpose. He 
understood that progress was being 
made with the buildings at Hendon, 
and he indicated that the policy of late 


this number greater than last year ! 
All the hon. Gentleman had said was 
that there was a tendency to reduce the 
number. 


Mr. ELLIOT in reply was under- 
stood to say that the chief officers 
still lived on the premises and. he did not 
think it was desirable that the whole of 
them should be removed from the British 
Museum. They could not be expected 
to sweep everybody out of the precincts 
of the Museum and make a clean sweep 
of the officials, for that would not be a 
wise thing to do. They were, however, 
moving in the direction of reducing the 
number of officials who lived on the 
premises. 


Mr. WHITLEY asked for an explana- 
tion of the great increase in the salaries 
upon this Vote. This great increase 
could not be due to merely normal 
annual increases, and he thought they 
required some explanation. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE 
(Bristol, E.) I asked if the officials re- 
ferred to actually lived upon the 
premises of the British Museum, were 
the buildings which they inhabited con- 
nected by bricks and mortar with the 
same building in which the priceless 
treasures of the British Museum were 
contained ? If so there must be a very 
great danger from fire which could be 
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averted by providing residences within 
the precincts but not actually in contact 
and connected with the British Museum 
itself. He believed that some shops had 
been purchased on one side of the 


National Gallery ia order to isolate that | 


building from all danger of fire from 
domestic dwellings. If it was possible 
to spend money in this way for the pro- 
tection of the pictures in the National 
Gallery surely the same thing could be 
done in regard to the British Museum. 


Mr. ELLIOT was 
reply that it was necessary for some 
of the officials to reside in the Museum 
building, and that some of the officials 
had residences which were not actually 
connected with the Museum building. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE asked if 
the Secretary to the Treasury would make 
some inquiry on this point in order to 
remove these defects in case they existed. 


Mr. ELLIOT said he would do so. 
He did not at all complain that the 


matter had been raised, and he would ; 


always be grateful for any suggestions for 
the proper protection of the valuable col- 
lections at the Museum, With regard 
to the salaries he would remind the hon. 
Member for Halifax that the British 
Museum was every year increasing in 
value and importance, and, therefore, it 
was necessary that there should be a 


corresponding increase in the salaries and 


allowances, 
Vote agreed to. 


3. £7,027, to complete the sum for 
National Gallery. 


Mr HERBERT SAMUEL asked what 
progress had been made in checking the 
danger of fire at the National Gallery. 


Mr. ELLIOT said he believed 


some progress had been made in re- | 
moving buildings and in freeing the) 
Gallery from the risk which undoubtedly | 


might have been caused by the near 
presence of private property. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL asked who 
was responsible for the pictures purchased 
with the nation’s money, 


understood to’ 
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| Mr. ELLIOT said that new pictures 
were purchased upon the authority of 
_ the directors of the National Gallery. 
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Vote agreed to. 


4. £2,445, to complete the sum for 
National Portrait Gallery. 


5. £3,281, to complete the sum for 
Wallace Collection. 


Mr. WHITLEY drew attention to a 
very heavy charge for framing, in Item C, 
on page 385. He wished to know 
whether this amount was likely to con- 
tinue to appear on the Estimates. They 
were asked to vote the sum of £1,900. 
That was a type of expenditure which 
ought not to be a permanently recurring 
one. He asked whether the hon. 
Gentleman could assure the Committee 
tha this £1,900 would be the last of 
such large items, and whether the 
amount now to be voted would put the 
Collection in a satisfactory condition. 


Mr. ELLIOT said the present 
amount was very much reduced from 
that of last year, but still it was far 
beyond what might be expected to be 
the normal charge. He believed there 
was to be some change in the manage- 
ment. He hoped and believed there 
would be a considerable reduction in the 
expenditure this year. 


Mr. CHARLES ALLEN said there 
_was room for considerable economy in 
regard to the Wallace Collection, looking 
to the cost of that Gallery compared 
with others. 


Mr. WHITLEY asked whether the 
Board of Works was going to take over 
the Wallace Collection. 


Mr. ELLIOT said he understood that 


was So. 


Mr. WHITLEY said the Board of 
Works was hardly a suitable body to 
take over the Collection. If there was 
| anything of that sort in the wind the 

hon. Gentleman should tell the Com- 
| mittee now. He asked whether there 
| was any idea of interfering with the 
| existing trustees. 
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Mr. ELLIOT said he understood 
that it had been suggested that the 
Board of Works should undertake the 
management of the internal arrange- 


ments, 
Vote agreed to. 


6. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£23,780, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
3lst day of March, 1904, for sundry 
Grants in aid of Scientific Investigation, 
ete., and other Grants.” 


*Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- 
ley) said that the term scientific investiga- 
tion as applied to the grants which were 
made in this instance was an entire 
misnomer, inasmuch as a large portion 
of it was used for purposes which 
could not, by any stretch of imagination, 
be called scientific investigation. The 
amount expended by this nation as com- 
pared with other nations on really 
valuable scientific research was very 
small indeed. Of the £5,000 placed at 
the disposal of the Royal Society, from 
which grants were made for scientific 
research, only about £715 was devoted 
to the advancement of industry. That 
sum was expended in small grants of £7, 
£10, or £20 to men who might have 
va uable ideas, but before they received 
these sums they were obliged to submit 
the matters to the Committee of the 
Royal Society. He instanced what was 
being done by Germany in regard to 
aniline dyes, which were originally in- 
vented in this country, as showing that 
in the expenditure we made for scientific 
research we were behind other countries. 
Considering the valuable industries we 
had we ought to make larger grants for 
this purpose. 


*Caprain C. B. BALFOUR (Middlesex, 
Hornsey) asked whether the maintenance 
of the Ben Nevis Observatory was pro- 
vided for in the Vote. He understood it 
was the only high level observatory in 
Great Britain and Ireland. In France, 
on the other hand, there were several 
high level stations, which were con- 
sidered to be of great value. There 
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was a question last year of the abolition 
of the Ben Nevis Observatory altogether. 
He hoped this was not contemplated. 


Mr. DALZIEL expressed surprise that 
the Vote did not include the amount 
which he understood the Government 
contemplated authorising in connection 
with the Antarctic Expedition. He 
urged the Government, before absolutely 
committing themselves to the amount, 
to satisfy themselves that the expendi- 
ture which had already been incurred 
had been wisely incurred. Certain facts 
had been put before him tending to 
show that there had been an enormous 
amount of absolute extravagance. 


Mr. ELLIOT said it would be 
perfectly mght to inquire into ex- 
penditure after it was incurred, but he 
could not see how that could take place 
before it was incurred to get men out of 
the difficulty—into which they had gone 
by our assistance. The question of 
maintaining Ben Nevis Observatory was 
under consideration. The investigations 
for which it was established being com- 
plete, it was a question whether there 
was anything to be gained from the 
maintenance. It might be that not 
much more would be gained by main- 
taining the observatory on Ben Nevis 
than would be gained by having an 
observatory more conveniently situated. 


Mr. DALZIEL said the Secretary to 
the Treasury had made a general answer 
in regard to the assistance to be given to 
the Antarctic Expedition, but this question 
was much too important to be brushed 
aside by an answer like that. In the 
absence of any promise to make inquiry 
into the expenditure extravagantly in- 
curred he moved the reduction of the 
Vote by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £23,680, be 
granted for the said service."— (Mr. 
Dalziel.) 


Mr. MARKHAM thought the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury must have forgotten 
the letter of the Prime Minister on the 
subject, which was on the same line as 
the remarks of his hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for the Kirkcaldy Burghs. 
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Mr. ELLIOT said, from the fact | 
that the Prime Minister regretted | 
the expense incurred it did not follow | 
that we should refuse the necessary ex- | 
pense for rescuing the expedition in 
distress. It was no question of extrava- 
gance by the Government; it was not | 
a Government expedition, but an expedi- | 
tion to the cost of which the Government | 
contributed with others. 


| 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL said the 
Motion for reduction was a_ protest 
against the refusal to make inquiry into 
the accusations of extravagance. 


Mr. ELLIOT said there had been 
nothing more than a general statement ; 


there had been no_ specific charge. 
If the hon. Member for the Kirk- 


caldy Burghs would make a specific 
charge, and lay it before him, then 
possibly he might be induced to change 
his mind. At present he could not agree 
to the suggestion of the hon. Member. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said 
the insinuation which had been 
made with regard to the cost of the 
expedition having been grossly under- 
estimated was made by the Prime 
Minister. Surely that ought not to be 
brushed aside by a general remark by the 
hon. Member. His hon. friend asked 
that before a further sum was granted for 
this purpose the accounts of the expedi. | 
tion should be closely looked into. | 
While they all recognised that these | 
unfortunate people should be rescued 
from the predicament in which they 
were now placed, there should be some 
guarantee given on the part of the 
Admiralty or the Treasury that funds! 
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Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said he 
noticed under item L, 6, that there was 
a heading “ National Antarctic Expedi- 
tion.” He imagined there was only one 
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|“ National Antarctic Expedition.” 


Mr. ELLIOT: That is last year’s 
subscription to the expedition. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said that 

if they were notallowed to pressthis matter 
now, might they get an assurance that a 
similar item would not appear on the 
| Supplementary Votes until a more satis- 
| factory explanation had been given to 
| the questions put on this point. He 
asked the Secretary to the Admiralty 
| whether he could give any explanation 
, as to the actual position of these unfor- 
| tunate navigators, and for what purpose 
this money was to be spent ? 





Mr. DALZIEL said that on a general 
Vote of this kind they were surely entitled 
to ask a question as to what was the 
general policy of the Government. Of 
course they were not going to stop to 
inquire into expenditure when life was 
at stake ; but the suggestion that because 


| public contributions had been given this 


was not a Government matter, was a 
most extraordinary position for the 
hon. Gentleman to take up. This was 
public money, and all he asked was 


‘that the hon. Gentleman would undertake 


that he would personally inquire into 
the charges of extravagance which had 
been made by the Prime Minister 
himself, and into the accounts, and 
the manner in which the estimates 
of the cost of the Expedition had 
been prepared. That was what they 
had a Secretary to the Treasury for. 


should not be devoted to any purposes | They were not asking too much. They 
other than were absolutely necessary to | did not ask him to give a declaration 
rescue these navigators. He understood | that would bind the whole of the 
that a sum of money had been given to | Cabinet ; that was impossible for the 
the Government for this very purpose, | hon, Gentleman to do, even with all his 





and that a further sum was proposed to 
be added. 


THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : That is 


not on the Vote we are now discusing. 


intellectual attainments. It was in the 


interests of the public, and of his own 


Department, that the hon. Gentleman 
should undertake to make this personal 
investigation. 
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Mr. ELLIOT said it was quite clear | hon. Member hada grievance and would 
now that the hon. Member did not/lay before him facts and particulars 
think that the rescue should be made| which madeit appear probable that there 
in any way conditional on this proposed 'had been maladministration of funds, 


investigation. 
that. 


He was very glad to hear| then certainly he should look into the 
He had not heard the Prime} matter, and, if necessary, press for a 


Minister’s statement the other day, but | proper inquiry. Beyond that he could 
he did not understand that the Prime | not go. 
Minister had made any charges of mal- | 


administration 


in respect of moneys | 


already subscribed. The hon. Gentleman | 


suggested that it was the business of the | 


Department to make investigation w ith- | 


out any particulars being given. 


Allen, Chas. P, (Glos., Stroud) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Caldwell, James 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Ellis, John Edward 

Fenwick, Charles 

Fuller, J. M. F. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. leben 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. Joba 
Bull, William a 

Butcher, John G 

Cavendish, V’C.W. V. (Derbyshire | ( 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J A( Wore. 
Chapman, tg a 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
: Craig, CharlesCurtis( A ntrim,S 
Cranborne. Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Denny, Colonel 








Committee 
If the | | 119. 


AYES. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hutchinson, Dr. CharlesFredk. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwal/) 
Lough, Thomas 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Crae, George 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Rothschild,Hon. Lionel Walter 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 





NOES. 


Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Ranuetyne 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W. 
William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E (Elgink& Nairn 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormshby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gretton, John 

Hamilton, RtHnLordG. (Midx 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick ~. 
Hay, Hon. Claude Geo 
Heath, Arthur H. (Han A 
Heath, James (Staffs., N.W.) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hope, J. F. (Shef., Btside) 
Hoult, Joseph 





Question put. 


divided :—Ayes, 36 ; Noes, 


(Division List No, 115) 


| Soares, Ernest J. 


Strachey, Sir Edward 
Taylor, Theo. C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Toulmin, George 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifaz) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. RP.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES — 
Mr. Dalziel and Mr. 
Markham. 


Hutton, John (Yorks, N.B.) 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Joicey, Sir James 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monm’th) 
Lawson, Ja.Grant( Yorks. NR.) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Loder, Gerald Waiter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Macdona, John C umming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 
Morgan, 'D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robt. Gray C. 
Murray, tHnA. Graham (Bute 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Percy, Earl 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John §. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ritchie, Rt, Hn. Chas. Thomson. 
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Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Roberteon, H. (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Rutherford, W. W.(Liverpool) | Talbot,Rt.Hn.J. 
Taylor, Austin (Last T'oxteth) 


Samuel, Herbert L. (C.eveland) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln | Thornton, Perc 


Seely, Maj..J. E. B. (Isleof Wight | Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Vincent,ColSirC. E.H (Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Hzeter) 


Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, Z.) 
Smith, H.C(North’mb. Tyneside 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


7. £77,100, to complete the sum for 
Universities and Colleges, Great Britain, 
and Intermediate Education, Wales. 


Resolutions to be reported. 


Crass VII. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That a sum, not exceeding £27,000, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary todefray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1904, for the Salaries and 
other Expenses of Temporary Com- 
missions, Committees, and Special 
Inquiries : ”— 


Mr. CALDWELL said he wished to 
draw attention to the item of £431 for 
theColonisation Board. This was a Board 
which was first appointed about seven- 
teen years ago, when a grant of £17,000 
was made to send out certain crofters 
from the Highlands of Scotland to places 
called Saltcoats and Killarney, in Canada. 
This Board was appointed to look after 
these crofters, and the cost of it had been 
£6,000, although the advances made to 
them for the purpose of obtaining im- 
plements, stock, and starting them in 
business only amounted to £10,000. In 
a footnote to the Estimate it was stated 
that annual Reports were rendered to 
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Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Col. William George 
Wilson John ey rd 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 


G.Oxf'd Univ. 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon, George 


M. 
TELLERS FOR THE NoOES— 


Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hoodand Mr. Anstruther. 


Parliament by the Board. He asked the 
Secretary to the Treasury when any such 
Report was rendered, for he had not been 
able to discover one, or what the Board 
had been doing, except expending every 
year £430. The matter was brought 
before the Committee in Supply in 1897, 
when Mr. Hanbury, who was then 
Secretary to the Treasury, promised that 
the proceedings of the Board would be 
brought to an end. The whole scheme 
of the Settlements at Saltcoats and 
Killarney had fallen through; it was 
a perfect failure; and the whole of 
the money had been practically lost, 
and yet they were spending £430 a year 
in continuing to look after the lost 
money! One gentleman was paid £100 
a year as Secretary to the Board, and 
another gentleman in Canada received 
£250 a year, and £75 a year for travel- 
ling expenses, in looking after what and 
whom? In 1891, Dr. Clarke went out to 
Canada to see for himself what was 
being done, and he stated that so far 
as the Saltcoats Settlement was con- 
cerned every one of the crofters had 
sold up, and gone elsewhere. They were 
hopelessly bankrupt in 1891; and yet 
ever since then the Government had 
been paying hundreds of pounds every 
year. He wanted to know what the 
men who received that money did. Ac- 
cording to a note in the Estimate they 
had to render annual Reports to Parlia- 
ment. Where were those annual Re- 
ports? He had searched for them, but 
L 


Pevenue Depts. Estimates. 302 


Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks, | Walrond,Rt. HnSirWilliamH, 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
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could not find any Report later than 
1897. How much money had they 
recovered? Of course the Secretary to 
the Treasury would get up in this case 
also and express his sympathy. But 
they wanted facts. They wanted to 
know what the Commission was doing, 
and if they had recovered a penny of 
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but he thought the Report was presented 
to Parliament about three or four years 
ago, and he was sure that the hon. 
Gentleman’s reading was not so far 
behind as that. The experiment was 
actually closed, in the technical sense of 
the word, as far as the Government was 
concerned ; but certain people were left 





in the position of tenants. He quite 
agreed with the hon. Gentleman that 
there was no use in throwing good money 
after bad; but, at the same time, it 


would be utterly foolish not to collect the 


money. What was the use of saying 
that annual Reports were to be presented 
to Parliament when they were not 
presented. It was bad enough that the 
money which had been advanced should | 
be lost; but why should they go on year 


alter year paying more money in the 


rents. The expenses in Canada were 
strictly limited, and were devoted to 
what he might call winding up the con- 


vain attempt to recover it ? 4 : 
The Government hoped that in 


cern. 
two or three years the experiment would 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. Gra- 
HAM Murray, Buteshire)said that perhaps 
the hon. Gentleman would allow him to 
reply, as he was more familiar with the 
matter than his hon. friend the Secretary 


cease altogether. 


Mr. CALDWELL said the Lord Advo- 
cate had given precisely the answer which 
| he had expected from the Secretary to the 
to the Treasury. The question was an |, peer’ et ~ 
: | Treasury. What he wanted to know was 

old one; though it was perhaps not : 
| why Reports had not been presented to 

Members. 


The | 





amiliar to some hon. 


he made. 
years. 


- ar | Parliament, although it was stated in the 
eolonisation scheme in Canada was on) ,, .. a 
| Estimates that an Annual Report was pre- 
the whole, no doubt, not successful. He | " 
'sented. He also wished to know what 
was glad that the hon. Member had) 

: 3 | was the value of the property, and what 
reminded the Committee of Dr. Clarke, | fr at nat’ | Whe 
b f thi , sabininadl es ) amount of rent was co ected ! ere 
prvignn na, i woe aes . near? | they paying £420 a year to collect £50? 

uce to the ny of the experiment, it ‘It was no use saying that the affair 
was the visit of Dr. Clarke and thespeeches | would be wound up in two or three 
' 8 need ne mA anything | In 1897, the late Mr. Hanbury 
He pong _ ef ss hee ota pry | said it ought to be wound up at once. 
™ ae oe Sew ae ed Surely, if the Lord Advocate remembered 
hon. Gentleman would remember that a | “ 
C x ae sci collided ; 'the contents of the Report so well, he 
ommission was sent out to Canada under | : 
a | would be able to tell the Committee 


> > : aaa - | 
Professor Rankine to report on the state| 34 was the value of the property. 


That Commission re-| He did not find fault with the Lord 
ported, and he was sure the hon. Gentle- | Advocate, as the matter was sprung on 


of affairs there. 


man read the Report. If not, he was | him, and he could not be expected to 
But they did 
which the hon. Gentleman was not | expect that the Secretary to the ‘l'rea- 


charmed to find one Blue-book with | know all the details. 


familiar. He wasspeaking from memory,! sury, when he asked money for a 
Mr. Caldwell. 
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Commission, should be able to tell the 
Committee what that Commission was 
doing, and what value they were getting 
for the expenditure. They had received 
no information whatever on the subject, 
and he would move the reduction of 
the Vote by £100. 
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number of years; could the hon. 
Gentleman tell the Committee when 


there was a prospect of that inquiry 
coming toan end? The public did not 


seem to take any very great interest in it. 


Then as to the Commission on the South 


African War. While the war was in pro- 


'gress they were assured that it was 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 


“That a sum, not exceeding £26,900, 
be granted for the said service.”—(JJr. 
Caldwell ) 


Mr. DALZIEL said he thought the 
Committee was much indebted to his 
hon. friend for directing attention to 
a matter which, in his judgment, re- 
quired the consideration of the Govern- | 
ment. A note in the Estimates stated | 
that Annual Reports were presented to | 
Parliament; but Parliament had not 
received Annual Reports; and_ the | 
Government were unable to give the 
Committee any information with refer- 
ence to the present state of affairs. It | 
perhaps but it | 
served to show how the Government 


was a small point, 


regarded more important matters. 
He did not suppose that any Government 
ever had so many special inquiries on 
hand as the present Government, which 
ought to be known as the Government of 
temporary Commissions and permanent 
omissions. Whenever they got into) 
trouble they forthwith appointed a Com- 


mission, which went oninquiring year after 





He wished to put a few questions 

At | 
what stage was the Historical Manuscripts | 
What | 


particular work had it been doing during 


year. 
to the Secretary to the Treasury. 


Commission at the present time ? 


the last year ortwo! The Sewage Dis- | 


posal Commission was at work for a large 


/as of a satisfactory character. 


| reports of the evidence. 


unpatriotic to ask any questions about 
the huge and admitted blunders which 
had been committed. 
that when the war was over there would 
be a full and complete inquiry; and 
that responsibility for blunders would 
be placed on the proper shoulders. They 
had some difficulty in getting the inquiry 
appointed at all; and when they got it 
they found it was only to deal with 
certain portions of the war; and that 
debarred 
inquiring into many matters in which 
Therefore, 


They were told 


the Commission was from 


the country was interested. 


|the Commission could not be regarded 


Another 
complaint in regard to it was that it was 
in a position to practically cook the 
It might be 
that where the honour and capacity 
the British 
generals concerned, that all 
the evidence should not be published ; 
but it was quite a different matter to 


of some of leading 


were 


keep back evidence with reference to 
The 


inquiry had been conducted with closed 


salient points of the investigation. 
doors. The representatives of news- 
papers had not been admitted, but had 
been supplied with reports cooked to 
suit the chairman and certain members 
when the 


of the Commission. Even 


Report was presented to Parliament, 
this House would not be in a position to 
judge of its value, as it would not have 


the evidence before it. Could the hon, 
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Gentleman tell the Committee the exact 
stage which this inquiry had reached ? 
Had it completed its evidence ; and how 
soon might they reasonably expect its 


report 4 


*Mr. A, GRAHAM MURRAY said he 
had now in his hand the Report for last 
year of the Commission to which the 
hon. Member for Mid Lanark had 
referred. 


Mr. BRIGG said he thought that one 
item on page 504, namely, repayments 
to the Local Loans Fund, was misleading. 
The amount was £19,359; but a small 
note stated that that sum had _ been 
written off. The meaning of it was that 
bad debts had been contracted by the 
Government, and had now been wiped 
off as of no value. He should like to 
know how many more bad debts the 


Government had. 


Mr. SOARES said he wished to ask 
the hon. Gentleman if he could inform 
the Committee as to the present position 
of the Royal Commission on Tuberculosis. 


Many thousands of people were waiting to 
know whether tuberculosis could be 
conveyed to human beings through 
milk. 
for nearly two years; and 


The Commission had been sitting 
he hoped 
the hon. Gentleman would be able to 
say that he expected its Report very 
shortly. 


Mr. ELLIOT said he thought that 
the remarks of the hon. Member for 
the Keighley Division should rather be 
addressed to the Local Loans Fund 
Board. With reference to the South 


African Commission he knew, 
Mr. Dalziel. 


as a 
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matter of fact, that the evidence had 
been completed, and that the Commission 
was now considering its Report. As to 
when that Report would be presented, 
the Commission was entirely master of 
its own time and proceedings. With 
reference to the Tuberculosis Commis- 
sion, he was not in a position to give 
any information as to when its Report 
would be presented. It was not a matter 
within his control. 


Mr. CALDWELL said that apart from 
the question whether hon. Members 
found Reports in the library or not, they 
expected that when the Government 
asked for money, that they should 
explain to the Committee what it was 
wanted for. He did not consider it was 
the duty of every hon. Member to ferret 
out such information for himself. He 
had now seen the Report mentioned by 
the Lord Advocate. It stated that of 
eleven settlers nine had discharged their 
debts in full, and that the other two 
estates were in progress of changing 
hands. Were they to continue to pay 
£431 a year while those two estates 
were changing hands? He was very 
much indebted to the Lord Advocate 
for obtaining the Report. They were 
now to spend £431 a year for the 
purpose of recovering —— 


And, it being Midnight, the Chairman 
left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 

Resolutions to be reported upon 


Wednesday ; Committee also report 


Progress ; to sit again upon Wednesday. 


Adjourned at seven minutes after 
Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. |the same hon. Member, when : was held 
. that privilege arose, and a Committee 

Tuesday, 9th Sune, 1903. was ceeslagaa, The contempt consisted 

in not having given such an apology as 
Judge Ross considered proper, and he 
The House met at Two of the clock. | dig not think that that brought the case 
| within the category of criminal contempt. 


| 
| 
| 


IMPRISONMENT OF A MEMBER 
(MR. M’HUGH). *THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 


*Mr. SPEAKER informed the House IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 


that he had received the following letter | derry, N.) remarked that this was not 
relative to the imprisonment of a/a matter for which the Executive was 


¢ Member :— _ responsible. 

<= 

= ‘* From the High Sheriff, County Sligo. 

= “ Sligo, 8th June, 1903. | Mr, JOHN REDMOND: What busi- 
3 ** To The Right Honourable | ness is it of yours, then ? 

~ ** The Speaker, House of Commons. } 

= “ Sir, | 

FS ‘I beg to inform you that on the 6th,| *Mr. ATKINSON said he happened to 
‘= June, 1903, [ arrested Patrick Aloysius | be furnished with a copy of the order on 


M’ Hugh, Esq., M.P. for the North Division of | . . 
Leitrim and delivered him into the custody of | which the warsans beg issued. The 
the Governor of Sligo Gaol, acting on an order | order, dated 18th April, 1902, stated that 
of the Right Honourable Mr. Justice Ross, | the contempt consisted in publishing in 
-S Land Judge of the Chancery Division of the the Sligo Champion newspaper, of which 
5 dag of April, 1902. ee Te | the hon. Member was editor and regis- 
_tered proprietor, resolutions passed at 
| meetings of the Irish National League, 
<1] have the honour to remain, Sir, |interfering with the receiver in the 
© Sinteraiabiands diatesitans | Management of a certain estate under 
“A.C. O'HARA, | the Landed Estates Court. That was 
* High Sheriff of Slice.” the order. He pronounced no opinion 
is “eS _ | onthe particular nature of the contempt, 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : | but he thought it only right to give the 
] suppose I shall be within my right, | House this information. 
according to precedents, in moving for | 


a Committee to inquire into this matter. _— . 
; ee . >| Mr. JOHN REDMOND thought that 
as a question of privilege, provided the | great service had been done to the 


> Leader of the House does not make the | interest he wished to forward by the 


“TI enclose copy of the order and warrant 
respectively. 


the commencement of a Speech indicates revi 





a's. =m. ‘intervention of the right hon. and 
- *Mr. SPEAKER: Thatis not so. There learned Gentleman. This document 

‘Eis no question of privilege where the | pcan h that it . = yin of 
= contempt is one of a criminal nature, | U™N# con! omps at ea , a 
-In the order enclosed, it is not| ae ta ae a reed peg bg 

~% stated whether the contempt was of a al bi a ge > ae - 
ome eight or nine months ago. 


criminal or civil nature; but, as 1| 


. | He did not know why the prosecution 

understand, although I have no authori- | y P. 
tative information, the offence of which | should hove been proceeded with, unlem 
‘for the sake of embarrassing those who 


Mr. M’Hugh was guilty was one of | : - 
criminal contempt, and therefore there | were anxious to pees the Land Bull 
is no privilege. 
| Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND hoped the|drew attention to what he called the 
Speaker would bear with him for a| parallel case of Mr. E. Dwyer Gray in 
moment. He submitted that the case|support of the contention that Mr. 
was precisely similar to that which|M’Hugh’s contempt was not of a 
occurred last year in connection with | criminal nature. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: In the case of Mr.} Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I am most 
M‘Hugh, a Committee was appointed last | reluctant to trespass, and I acknowledge, 
year, and its Report, after dealing with Mr. Speaker, most fully that you have 


shown every latitude. What I want to 
| point out further is this—you are found- 


“ Your Committee beg to report that there |: ij R fa 
is no distinction to be drawn between the case | ng your rudng upon & eport of a Com- 
of criminal contempt and other indictable | mittee. That Report has never been 


offences. | submitted to the decision of the House. 


the facts, states— 


The rrivilege of Parliament does not . , 
extend to such cases, and the House is ime i. ees saibio — = 
not called upon to take any further steps » : 
It is always for the Speaker to say | allow ee argument after I have 
whether a primd facie question of privilege | 8'V°2 My Cecision. 
is raised. If it is a case of criminal | 
“a . Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Asa matter 
contempt, privilege does not arise | . . ‘i eo ie 
any more than in cases of ordinary | of practice, Mr. ny may I ask, with 
indictable offences, and here I think | St4t respect, can a Keport 
it is perfectly clear that this is a — ‘om. os 
case of criminal contempt. That is clear h i pong a — ben 
on the facts stated in the order of the 702. “ember for Waterlord pu - 
Court ; and, therefore, I should not be | P0!* 
justified in leaving the question to be. . y . 
argued and the time of the House to be | ee hes tge oo (C 8 
taken up in a matter which I ought not | a4 2 oo ret ae ee oe 
to leave to discussion, because, by the | "8 W2°R Be comes. 
practice and law of the House, the _, 
— of Parliament does not extend | Pe A leroy oe racing sy 
oP gaa eae: tion as to the statement that Mr. 
— ; /M‘Hugh had been deprived of the 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I beg to customary privileges of first-class mis- 
submit, Sir, that youare not in a position | Jemeanante 
to come to a conclusion as to whether or | , 
not this isa case of criminal contempt. | ‘IE . . ' 
That is the very question to be inquired | IRELAND (Mr. soca coll oT 
—_ |only received notice of this Question a 
. , : |few minutes ago, and I am not in a 
Mr. SPEAKER: The facts havebeen | position to give any information as to 
stated by the hon. Member himself, and| the treatment accorded to the hon. 
the certified order of the Court is before Member for Leitrim in Sligo prison. 
me, and on the face of it, as I have said,| The hon. Member has been arrested- 
this 1s a case of criminal contempt. I in pursuance of the action of the 
assure the hon. Member that I have the | ordinary Courts of law and not at 
greatest desire to leave these cases to the |the instance of the Irish Government. 
House whenever there appears to be any | On receiving notice of the hon. Member's 
ground for it; at the same time it is, of | Question I directed telegraphic inquiries 
course, my duty toinvestigate the matter |t) be made as to the facts and the 
just as I would in any ordinary case of | classification of the hon. Member as a 
privilege, and determine whether there prisoner. 
is a primd facie case or not. 


| UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Just one | BUSINESS. 
word more—— | wniains 
- , | PRIVATE BILLS [Loxps] (STANDING 
*Mr. SPEAKER: I have given my | ORDERS NOT U PREVIOUSLY IN- 
decision upon the matter, and Iam sure! QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Ihave done it with every desire to be| Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 
entirely fair. port from one of the Examiners of 








es 


—— . 
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Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | Petitions for Private Bills, That in the 
case of the following Bills originating in | case of the following Bill, referred on the 
the Lords, and referred on the First | First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders| Orders which are applicable thereto 
not previously inquired into, and which | have been complied with viz.: Military 





are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz: Cardiff Railway Bill 
[Lords]; Preston, Chorley, and Horwich 
Tramways Bill [Lords]; Torquay Cor- 
poration Water Bill {Lords}; British Gas | 
Light Company (Norwich) Bill [Lords] ; 
Tynemouth and District Tramways Bill 
{Lords]; Worthing Corporation (Tram- 
ways) Bill [Lords]; Sheffield and South 
Yorkshire Navigation Bill [Lords] ; 
London, Brighton, and South Coast Rail- 
way Bill [Lords]; Port Talbot Railway 
and Docks Bill [Lords]; St. Philip’s 
Chapel (Regent Street) Bill en 
King’s College, London Bill [Lords] ; 
Aston Manor Improvement Bill [ Lords] ; 
Hastings Tramways (Extensions) Bill 
|Lords]; South Lancashire Tramways 
Bill [Lords]; Dewsbury, Batley, and 
Birstal Tramways Bill [Lords]; Chard 
Corporation Gas and Electricity Bill 
[Lords]; Pontypridd Urban District 
Council Bill [Lords]; Jewish Colonisa- | 
tion Association Bill { Lords}. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a. 
second time. 


SUBSTITUTED BILLS [LorpDs] (STANDING 
ORDERS COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SpeaKER laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of Peti- 


tions for Private Bills, That in respect of 


the following Bills introduced pursuant 
to the provisions of The Private Legisla- 
tion Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, and 
which the Chairman of Ways and Means | 
had directed to originate in the House of 
Lords, the Standing Orders have been 
complied with, viz: Scottish Central | 
Electric Power (Substituted) Bill [Lords] ; | 
Scottish Ontario and Manitoba Land | 
Company, Limited (Substituted) Bill | 
[Lords]; Hutchesons’ Hospital and’ 
Hutchesons’ Educational Trust (Sub- | 
stituted) Bill [Lords]. | 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL (STAND- | 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERE- 
TO COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Re- | 


port from one of the Examiners of 


Lands Provisional Orders Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 


time To-murrow. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO 

STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the iable Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bills, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, no Standing 
Orders are applicable, vi Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 17) 
Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Order (No. 18) Bill; Broughty Ferry 
Gas Provisional Order Bill ; Hamilton 
Burga Provisional Order Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 


second time To-morrow. 


PATENT OFFICE EXTENSION BILL 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred pur- 
suant to the Order of the House of the 
28th day of May last, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz.: Patent Office 
Extension Bill. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 

The CuairMan of Ways and Means re- 
ported, That, after conferring with the 
Chairman of Committees of the House of 
Lords, for the purpose of determining in 
which House of Parliament the respec- 
tive Bills should be first considered, 
under The Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, they had deter- 
mined that the Bills contained in the 
following List should originate in the 
House of Lords, viz.:—Scottish Central 
Electric Power Bill; Scottish Ontario 
and Manitoba Land Company, Limited, 
Bill; Hutcheson’s Hospital and 
Hutcheson’s Educational Trust Bill. 
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PETITIONS. 


BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Argyll, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE BILL. 


Petitions against: from Taunton ; and 
Romford ; to lie upon the Table. 


COAL MINES REGULATION BILL. 
Petition from Atherton, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


COUNTY COURTS JURISDICTION 
EXTENSION BILL. 
Petition from Kidderminster, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER 
Petitions against: from Maidstone ; 
and Northwich ; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER 
BILL, AND LICENSING LAW (COM- 
PENSATION FOR NON-RENEWAL) 
BILL. 

Petition from Heywood, against: to lie 
upon the Table. 

LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION FOR 

NON-RENEWAL) BILL. 


Petitions against: from Maidstone ; 
and Northwich ; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

Petition from Grangemouth, for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 

ACT (1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 

Petition from Govan, against ; to lie 

upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER BILL. 
Petitions against: from Newferry ; 
Thirsk ; and Taunton ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PORT OF LONDON BILL. 


Petitions against (praying to be heard 
by Counsel): from Southend-on-Sea 
Corporation; Master, W ardens, and 


Commonalty of Watermen and Lighter- | 
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men of the River Thames; Public 
Wharfingers adjoining the Port of 
London ; Great Eastern Railway Com- 
pany ; James Hilditch Gough; North 
London Railway Company ; and South- 
end on Sea; referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Bill. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL. 
Petition from Willesden Junction, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 


Petitions in favour: from Hammer- 
smith; St. Leonards; and Kidder- 
minster; to lie upon the Table. 


SHEEP SCAB BILL. 
Petition from Argyll, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRADE DISPUTES BILL. 
Petition from Atherton, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS (LICENCES: 
REFUSED). 

Xeturn presented, relative thereto 
{Address 27th May—Mr. Cochrane]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 194.] 


ARRESTS FOR DRUNKENNESS 
(IRELAND). 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 18th May—.WVr. Sloan]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 195.] 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 
Copy presented, of Thirtieth Annual 


Report by the Accountant for Scotland. 


to the Scotch Education Department 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


TRISTAN DA CUNHA. 

Copy presented, of further corres- 
pondence relating to the Island of 
Tristan da Cunha (in continuation of 
[C. 8357] February 1897) [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


‘Income Tax Deductions on Debentures. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham): To ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether, under 
Sub-section 3 of Section 24 of the 
Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1888, 
Income Tax on debentures or debenture 
stocks should be deducted at the rate of 
Income Tax in force at the time of pay- 
ment of the interest. 


(Answered by Mr. Ritchie.) Yes. 


Board of Education and the Navy League. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) : To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Education whether his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the fact that 
the secretary o an association called the 
Navy League isin the habit of writing 
teachers of public elementary schools, with 
copies of leaflets and pamphlets, urging 
their reading and circulation as part of 
the curriculum of the schools; and 
whether this practice has the sanction 
or approval of the inspectors or the 
Board of Education. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson) 
In November last the Board received 
a letter from the Navy League stating 
that they had been issuing a circular 
letter to the headmasters of elementary 
schools, together with a copy of a lecture 
on the Navy, inquiring whether, if the 
master was in sympathy with the object, 
he would have the lecture given to the 
boys in his school. The League at the 
same time asked for the co-opera- 
tion and sanction of the Board for 
the work they were trying to accom- 
plish. In reply, the Board stated that, 
while they sympathised with the general 
object of the League, and would raise 
no objection to instruction on these lines 
being given in any school where the 
managers and master desired it, they 
were not prepared to prescribe lessons 
on the Navy as part of an obligatory 
course for all schools receiving Govern- 
ment grants, nor could they recommend 
or allow their inspectors to recommend 
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British Trade with Foreign Countries, 
India and the Colonies. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade if he will state the 
imports and exports of the United 
Kingdom with foreign countries, self- 
governing colonies, India, and other 
British possessions separately, for the 
periods 1881-5, 1886-90, and for each 
year since. ; 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) If the 
hon. Member will move for a Return I 
shall be happy to supply this infor- 
mation. 


Overloading of Foreign Ships in British 
Ports. 

Sm ROBERT ROPNER (Stockton) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade if, in view of the fact that a 
foreign vessel with cargo on board can 
call at a port in the United Kingdom and 
take on board bunker coals and by so 
doing become overloaded and below what 
her fixed load-line would have been if 
under the British flag, he will consider 
the advisability of obtaining for the 
Board of Trade the power to detain such 
foreign ships as would be done in the 
case of British vessels, 





(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
| inequality to which my hon, friend calls 
| attention exists. The Law as it stands 
| only enables the Board of Trade to detain 
a foreign ship for overloading when she 
|takes on board cargo at a port in the 
| United Kingdom ; and the Board are 
advised that bunker coal is not cargo 
| within the meaning of the Act. Upon 
the point of legislation I would refer my 
hon. friend to a Question put on the 
23rd Aprilt by the hon. Member for 
| Tynemouth and the reply thereto given 
| by my right hon. friend the President of 
| the Board of Trade. The matter referred 
to might very properly be dealt with in 
such a Bill. 





Honorary Rank of Major for Inspectors 
wi of Army checis. ” 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will consider the advisability 
of modifying the terms of the recent 
Army Order granting the honorary rank 








any particular books or maps. 


+ See (4) Debates, exxi., 223. 
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of Major to inspectors of Army schools 
on completing fifteen years commissioned 
service on full pay, seeing that no 


inspector of Army schools now on the | 
Active List can complete fifteen years ‘ 


such service before reaching the age 


limit, that the average age on first | 


appointment of all inspectors of Army 
schools promoted to be such since Ist 
January 1899 is over forty-four years, 
and that prior to appointment as such, 
inspectors of Army schools have rendered 
exceptionally long service in senior 
warrant and non-commissioned ranks. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The Army Order in question granted the 
honorary rank of Major after fifteen 
years commissioned service on full pay 
to quartermasters and riding masters 
as well as inspectors of Army schools. 
Prior to the Army Order quartermasters 
and riding masters were granted the 


rank when in special posts, while in-) 


spectors of Army schools were not 
eligible for the rank. When it was 
decided to extend occasions for the grant 
of the privilege to the quartermasters and 
riding masters, it was also resolved to 
include the inspectors. It so happens 
that none of the present inspectors are 
eligible, but there is no reason to suppose 
that this will be so in the future. It 
would, I fear, give ground of complaint 
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if any special advantages were given 


over the quartermasters and 
masters of the same standing. 


South African War—Medal Clasps for 
Hospital Nurses. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): To ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he will explain why, seeing that the 
doctors, nurses, men, and orderlies serving 
in hospitals in South Africa have all been 
allowed hitherto to wear clasps with their 
medals, the privilege has been withdrawn 
from the nurses, and from them only. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The grant of clasps is confined to those 
persons who are either combatants or 
intended to go under fire. The privilege 


cannot therefore be extended to the 
' 


nu®Pses. 


Army Pensions—Boy Service. 
Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 


riding | 
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‘for War whether, and, if so, upon what 


(Juestions. 


terms, boy service in the Army is 
) recognised as counting for pension. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
Boy’s service counts towards pension 
inder the same rules as man’s service, 
except that $d. a day is deducted for 
every complete year of service under 
the age of eighteen. 


Indian Army and Army Service Corps 
Appointments for Woolwich Cadets. 


Mr. AGG-GARDNER (Cheltenham) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
if he would consider the advisability of 
extending to the cadets at the Royal 
Military Academy at Woolwich a share 
of the direct appointments to the Indian 
Army and to the Army Service Corps, 
which are given to the cadets at Sand- 
hurst at the end of every term. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The course of teaching and training at 
the Academy is framed on the re- 
quirements of the Royal Artillery and 
Royal Engineers, the branches of the 
service to which the cadets are allotted. 
The suggestion of my hon. friend would 
not, therefore, appear practicable without 
altering the whole scheme of instruction. 


Expulsion of ‘‘ Times” Correspondent 
om Russia. 


Mr. MARTIN (Worcestershire, Droit- 
wich): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he has received any com- 
munication from His Majesty’s Ambas- 
sador at St. Petersburg concerning the 
manner of the expulsion of the cor- 


respondent of Zhe Times trom the 
Russian dominions; whether such 
expulsion was in accordance with 


precedent, seeing that it was directed 
against an English newspaper and not 
|against an individual; and whether 
His Majesty’s Ambassador took all steps 
' possible to protect a British subject, of 
personal repute, residing within the 
dominions of a friendly Power. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) A 
|Report has been received from His 
Majesty’s Ambassador at St. Petersburg 
on the subject, but it does not add 
materially to the accounts that have 


mouth : To ask the Secretary of State!already been published. We are not 
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aware of any precedent for the ex- 
pulsion of the correspondent of a British 
newspaper on account of the tone 
adopted by the newspaper. His 
Majesty’s Ambassador himself took 
steps to obtain, if possible, the rescission 
of the order, or, at any rate, to protect 
Mr. Braham from unduly harsh treat- 
ment. Sir C. Scott has been called 
upon to supply by telegram full parti- 
culars of all the circumstances which 
accompanied Mr. Braham’s expulsion. 


WUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Indulgence Passages for British Officers. 

Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE 
(Sussex, Horsham): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he will 
state how many indulgence passages 
have been granted and how many refused 
to officers proceeding home on leave 
after the South African War; and 
whether, seeing that the average cost of 
a passage home and out represents about 
six months’ pay to a subaltern officer, 
when he is considering the inducements 
which may be held out to young men 
of moderate means to enter the Service, 
he will consider the desirability of giving 
some assistance or allowance to officers 
who are proceeding home on leave after 
a long period of active service during a 
time of war. 


* Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The number of indulgence 
passages granted to officers proceeding 
home on !eave since the cessation of 
hostilities is 467. This number is in 
addition to the considerable number of 
officers on leave whose services were 
utilised on duty with troops. No in- 
dulgence passages were refused to 
officers, but owing to the great rush of 
otticers home on leave it was impossible 
to find immediate accommodation for all, 
and several officers preferred to pay their 
passage home rather than wait at the 
port of embarkation. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE: 
Will the right hon. Gentleman take 
into consideration cases I can submit to 
him ? 
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*Mr. BRODRICK: Certainly, but I 
would remind the hon. Member that in 
the first few months after the war it 
was impossible to grant indulgence 
passages to all officers who asked for 
them. 


Longmoor Camp. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE: I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if it is the intention of the War 
Ottice to drain the camp at Longmoor 
into a brook which is a confluent of the 
River Rother ; and, if so, will he state 
what precautions will be taken to render 
the discharge of sewage into that brook 
innocuous before it reaches the Rother ; 
and if, before any scheme is sanctioned 
for the disposal of the sewage from this 
camp, the opinion of the Local Govern- 
ment Board will be taken as to the 
suitability of the scheme, and as to how 
far it may fulfil the requirements which 
they impose upon local authorities who 
have to provide for the disposal of 
sewage. 


* Mr. BRODRICK: It is not contem- 
plated to drain the camp at Longmoor 
directly into any brook or river. The 
sewage will be subjected to biolytic 
treatment on approved principles and 
the effluent will, as a further safeguard, 
be subjected to land treatment in accord- 
ance with the views held by the Local 
Government Board 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE: 
Will the local bodies affected be allowed 
to take samples of the effluent in order 
to have them tested ? 


* Mr. BRODRICK: I shall be happy 
to confer with my hon. friend on that 


point. 


The Cape “Ragging” Case. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg toask whether the Court- 
martial which will meet to-morrow 
for the trial of seven officers in con- 
nection with an incident that occurred 
at Cape Town in December, 1901, will 
be open to the public and the Press. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I gather from 
the question of the hon. Member 
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that he thinks Courts-martial do not 
take place in public. 


Questions. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Just the 
reverse. The right hon. Gentleman 
must have turned a deaf ear to my 
question. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: This Court-martial 
is taking place in consequence of 
certuin representations made by Mr. 
Stanford to the War Office. 1 have 
no control over the proceedings of the 
Court-martial. It has been convened 
by the military authorities in the 
ordinary course, and the authorities 
will do what they consider to be just 
and desirable to the parties concerned. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
give notice that on the Estimates I 
will call attention to the conduct of the 
right hon. Gentleman with reference to 
this matter. 


Gunnery Practice in the Navy. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty has he now received the 
Report, called for by the Admiralty on 
llth May, on the alleged waste of 
ammunition in the Mediterranean Fleet 
on 29th April last by eight battleships 
firing away over 7,000 rounds at dis- 
tances and under conditions depriving 
the practice of utility as gunnery train- 
ing for accuracy in marksmanship: 
what was the range at which 
the practice was conducted, the time 
it took, and the number and ap- 
proximate value of the rounds fired ; 
In what respects did this practice 
depart from the Admiralty regulation 
that the attainment of good shooting 
and proficiency in gunnery are always 
to be considered as taking precedence 
over all other duties; by whom was 
this practice ordered and its conditions 
prescribed, and by whom has the 
Report thereon been made: In view 
of the practice which had _ been 
adopted on 14th May last that the 
reasons of failure in gunnery practice 
are reported on by the admirals under 
whose orders the ships are acting, that 
the Reports are considered by the 


Admiralty, and such steps taken with 
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regard to the individual officers con- 
cerned asin the opinion of the Admir- 
alty are required, will he say whether 
any, and if so, what steps have been, 
or will be taken in this case. 


* Tue SECRETARY to tue ADMIk- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForSTER, Belfast, 
W.): The Report has been received. 
The Commander-in-Chief states that the 
practice on the occasion referred to was 
carried out with special care; the ranges 
were those prescribed in the Gunnery 
Manual—viz., from 600 yards to 1,800 
yards; the time occupied was two hours. 
The firing was by eight battleships 
from 12-pounders on the turrets, 
3-pounders, and aiming rifles. The 
number of rounds expended for the 
respective natures of guns was 720, 178, 
and 9,615, the last named being rifle 
ammunition only. The total cost of 
the ammunition expended was £875. 
The practice was ordered by the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, but there are some 
points of detail as to the conditions 
prescribed, which are absent from the 
Report. To make these points quite 
clear a further reference will be made 
to the Commander in-Chief. 


In rply to a further Question Mr. 
ARNOLD-ForsTER said the firing on the 
29th April took place by order of the 
Commander in-Chiei. 


Official Reports of Parliamentary Debates 
in other Countries. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): 1 beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State ior 
Foreign Affairs if he can say whether a 
full official Report of the Proceedings in 
the Houses of Parliament is published 
daily during the session in the United 
States, Holland, or any other foreign 
country; and, if so, at what price these 
papers are sold to the public and to 
members of the Legislature; whether he 
can ascertain what is the annual cost to 
the Governments of the publication of 
these papers; and whether he could 
arrange that specimen copies of them 
should be exhibited in the Reading 
Room. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): We have in our 
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possession only a small part of the; not know that it would serve any 
information asked for by the hon. Gentle- | sufficient purpose. 


man. If he desires it complete, informa- | 


tion shall be obtained. 


Registration of Money Lenders. 


Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, 


in view of the fact that under the | 


Money Lenders Act, 1900, a money 
lender is required to be registered under 


his own name or his usual trade name, 
and in no other name, and with the, 


address, or all the addresses, at which 
he carries on his business of money lend- 
ing, and not to carry on his business at 
any address in respect of which he is not 
registered, and that the Commissioners 
of Inland Revenue issue certificates of 
registration which do not state the 
addresses for which the money lender is 
registered, and sometimes with the sur- 
name only, so that the certificate is in- 
sufficient for identification, he will re- 
quest the Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue to furnish to the Judges of the 
several County Courts Returns showing 
up to date as far as possible, the names, 
trade names and other aliases, together 
with all the addresses, of registered 
money lenders. 


*THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Rircuiz, Croydon): 
The Commissioners of Inland Revenue 
do not grant certificates of registration 
under the Money Lenders Act, 1900. 
The form which they issue to a money 
lender who has applied for registration, 
and which is sometimes produced in 
Court as evidence thereof, is not a certifi- 
cate of registration at all, but merely a 
formal acknowledgment of the receipt 
of the Return required by the regula 
tions made under the Act. A certified 
copy of this Return duly stamped can 


be obtained for a charge of 2s. from the | 


Head Office of Inland Revenue in London, 
Edinburgh or Dublin, as the case may 
be, and it is reasonable that a money 
lender desirous of proving in a Court of 
law that he has been duly registered, 
should do so by the production of such 
a certified copy. To furnish registrars 
of County Courts with the Returns 


suggested by the hon. Member would | 





BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 


(Stirling Burghs): What Supply is to be 


taken next Thursday ? 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): The Local 
Government Board Vote will be taken on 
Thursday. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): What Votes will 
follow? The Local Government Board 
Vote does not often occupy a whole day. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Can the 
right hon. Gentleman arrange to take on 
Thursday week Section 3 of Vote 8 of 
the Navy Estimates, so as to enable us 
to discuss the Cunard agreement and 
subsidy. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I would like 
to consider more in detail the hon. 
Gentleman’s question ; but speaking with- 
out prejudice I think that the discussion 
of this particular subject on the Estimates 
rather belongs to the larger and more 
general question of the arrangements 
made in connection with the Atlantic 
combine. There are inconveniences in 
discussing the arrangements with the 
Cunard Company in the manner suggested 
by the hon. Member. There will be an 
opportunity given to discuss the subject, 
but as at present advised, I think it would 
be inconvenient to take the Cunard agree- 
ment as divorced from the general 
question of the combine. In reply to 
the right hon. Baronet, I will endeavour, 
through the usual channels, to find out 
what is believed to be the most con- 
venient Vote to be taken after the Local 
Government Board Vote. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 


What will be the business for Friday ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Assuming, as 
I imagine I may do, that the Second 
Reading of the Finance Bill is obtained 
to-morrow, the first orders on Friday will 
be the Employment of Children Bill as 


involve a good deal of trouble, and I,do amended by the Standing Committee, 
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the Education (Borrowing) Bill, and other | 
small measures. 


THE FISCAL POLICY OF THE 
GOVERNMENT. 

*Str M. HICKS BEACH (Bristol, W.): . 
I am anxious to ask you a Question on a , 
point of order with reference to the 
debate which will be initiated this 
evening. It was, I think, understood 
by some hon. Members during the course 
of the debate on the adjournment for 
Whitsuntide that some opportunity | 
would occur in the course of the debate | 
on the Finance Bill for a full discussion 
of the new fiscal policy suggested, not 
for present, but for future adoption by 
the Colonial Secretary. I wish to ask 
whether a discussion of that policy would 
be in order either on the Amendment 
of my right hon. friend the Member for 
Sleaford, or on the main question on 
a Second Reading of the Finance 

ill. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: No; I have con. 
sidered that question, because I was 
aware of the great interest taken in the 
subject, and that probably many hon. 
Members were anxious, if possible, to 
discuss it on the Finance Bill. I am 
clearly of opinion that this matter is 
not relevant to this Bill. The question of 
the merits of preferential duties between 
this country and the colonies is not 
raised in any way on the Finance Bill ; 
and unless the ordinary rules of relevancy 
do not apply to the Finance Bill I am 
obliged to rule that such a discussion is 
out of order. 


Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford): Do I understand you, Sir, to say 
that no allusion whatever to the situa- 
tion created by the proposals which 
have been made by the Government as | 
to the future would be admissible in 
the course of any observations made on 
that subject ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: To prevent any 
allusion whatever being made would be 
impossible. I merely say that I will 
endeavour to follow that ruling. and 
that I shall watch with, if possible, | 
more than usual attention what may 
be said by the right hon. Gentleman. 
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and remind him if my ruling is trans- 
gressed. 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity): May I ask whether a general 
discussion as to the expediency of taxing 
the food of the people would be in order 
on the Second Reading. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot add any- 
thing to what I have said. I must ask 
hon. Members to endeavour to follow 
the view I have expressed ; and if I think 
that any hon. Member is going unduly 
beyond my ruling I will take care to call 
his attention to the fact. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) : I quite recognise what has 
fallen from you, Sir, but, in view of the 
expression which you used, that unless 
the ordinary Rules were put aside, you 


could not admit of the debate, I respect- 


fully submit that the Second Reading of 
the Finance Bill stands in a_ very 
different category from that of any 
other Bill. It takes the place of the 
old Customs Bill, and there are 
abundant precedents in the records of 
the House to show that on the Second 
Reading of the Customs Bill a 
general debate was allowed on the 
whole financial policy of the Govern- 
ment, or on anything which had been 
said outside the House by a member 
of the Cabinet. I am on perfectly sate 
ground when I press home in the 
strongest possible manner that that 
was allowed on all possible occasions 
in uld times. The Finance Bill, which 
has taken the place of the Customs 
Bill, is founded on a Resolution passed 
in Committee on May 12— 

‘‘That it is expedient to amend the law in 

relation to the National Debt, Customs, and 
Inland Revenue.” 
The Bill is to carry out that Resolution, 
and, therefore, it does raise the whole 
question of the fiscal policy of the 
Government, and it cannot surely be 
that this House is so fettered, cribbed, 
cabined, and confined [MINISTERIAL 
Cries of ‘‘ Order.”’} 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. The 
hon.M ember is not now merely address- 
ing himself to a point of order, but is 
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now making a speech in reply to my | 
ruling. I have considered all these mat- | 
ters, and I do not agree with the hons| 
Member in his argument as to the practice | 
upon the Finance Bill. {Mr. ELLIs: Cus-| 
toms Bills.) The Resolutions passed in | 
Committee were only to enable matters | 
to be put into the Finance Bill, and we | 
have now this Bill before us and not the | 
Resolutions. No rules have been laid 
down as to the Finance Bill which 
differentiate it from any other Bill. 





been allowed 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. I 
allow the continuance of this argument. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: It was not 
an argument, but a Question I wished 
to put. 


NATIONAL EXPENDITURE. 
Ordered, That the Minutes of Evidence 
taken before the Select Committee on 


be referred to the Select Committee 


on National Expenditure.—(Sir James | 


Fergusson.) 
NEW BILLS. 


POLICE (SUPERANNUATION) BILE. 

“To amend The Police Act, 1890, | 
with respect to Superannuation,” pre- 
sented by Mr. Cochrane; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and 
to be printed. [Bill 238.] 


TRADE MARKS (COTTON WARES) BILL. | 

“To amend the Law relating to the | 
registration of Trade Marks in respect of 
Cotton Wares,” presented by Sir William 
Houldsworth, supported by Sir William 
Holland ; to be read a second time upon | 
Tuesday next, and to be printed. |Bill | 
239. ] 

METROPOLITAN STREETS BILL, 

“To amend the Metropolitan Streets 
Act, 1867,” presented by Mr. Secretary 
Akers-Dougias, supported by Mr. 
Cochrane; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 240. ] 
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FINANCE BILL. 
[SECOND READING. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 


*Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 
rose to move: ‘‘ That this House considers 
that the financial policy of His Majesty’s 
Government, in the remission of indirect 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is it not a | @*ation imposed only last year for pur- 


fact that although discussion has not | gos é 
8 volves a needless and injurious disturb- 


‘ance of trade, and a serious loss to the 


poses of a permanent character, in- 


revenue, without substantial relief to 


have given my ruling, and I cannot ‘the consumer; and that, if any remis- 


sion of indirect taxation is considered 
necessary by His Majesty’s Government, 
such remission ought to be made by a 
reduction of the duties proposed to be 
levied on tea or other articles of general 


‘consumption.” He said, I shall endea- 
| vour most carefully, Sir, to observe your 
ruling with regard to allusions to the 


fiscal proposals which have recently been 


National Expenditure in Session 1902 | made, but I confess it will be very 


difficult to avoid them in the arguments. 
I wish to address to the House. I hope 
I shall not be transgressing your ruling 
when [ say that the situation in which 
the House approached the discussion of 
the financial proposals of the Govern- 
ment is of a very unusual, and, indeed, 
a remarkable and almost an unprece- 
dented character. It reminds me very 
much of a sentence in a letter which a 
great English Statesman wrote to me 
on one occasion to this effect : 

“ Remember that the vicissitudes of political 
life are endless.” 


Certainly nobody could desire a 
more perfect vindication of that state- 


|ment than the position in which we 


find ourselves to-day. Three months ago 
nobody, no one at least in his senses, would 
have dreamtthat the present Government 
would have come forward during this 


session with a proposal to repeal the 


duty on grain, which only last session 
they imposed themselves, and avowedly 
for purposes of a permanent character,. 
and with the object of broadening the 
basis of taxation. So much so that 
when the announcement was made it 


was received with amazement and 
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universal surprise by friends and foes | this? 
of the Government alike; with ridicule | Exchequer by his 
| most unwise proposal has apparently pre- 


and contempt by the Government's 
enemies, and with dismay and disgust 
by innumerable friends. Who could 
nave imagined only a few weeks ago, 
when Parliament was occupied in what 


I suppose we should call its normal | 


‘proceedings, when the youth and flower 
of the Party who sit around me here 
were engaged in nothing more sensa- 
tional than nightly sallies upon .the 
Secretary of State for War and what they 
delight to call his phantom Army Corps ; 
when some of the keenest intellects in 
the House of Commons were more or less 
befogged by the intricacies and morasses 
of legislation upon Irish land; or more re- 
cently were staggered by the transforma- 
tion scenes which followed in such quick 
succession on the London Education Bill ; 
that a greater, more important, and far 
more serious transformation scene than 
any one of them was even then awaiting 
us, and that we were to be confronted all 
at once, if not with a complete reversal 
of our fiscal system yet with changes 
going down so deeply to its very roots 
that they might well give cause for the 
most serious, the gravest, and most 
anxious reflection to politicans of all 
classes and all creeds both in Parliament 
and in the country. Yet so it is; and 
in my judgment we owe the present 
situation most clearly, as it seems to me 
and as I hope to demonstrate to the 
House, in the first place, to the 
ineptitude, shall I say the blunder- 
ing ineptitude, of a single Minister, 
who, I presume, insisted as part of his 
financial scheme upon the repeal of the 
duty upon grain, and, secondly, to 


the supine and nerveless inaction 
of a Cabinet, whose members ap- 
parently, with one exception, were 


indifferent and willing to agree to it. 
That was indeed a masterpiece of state- 
craft, reserved for the new Chancellor 
of the Exchequer—an effort of financial 
genius, destined, no doubt, to place him 
as a heaven-born financier on a pinnacle 
of enduring fame. But it will be found 
ere very long that the pinnacle of fame 
is only a monument of folly, and that 
the heaven-born financier has made an 
irretrievable mistake. Why do I say 
Mr. Chaplin. 
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Because the Chancellor of the 
unfortunate and 


| cipitated a movement which, although I 
personally approve of it, is from its nature 
| essentially a matter for great deliberation, 
'for which neither his Party nor the 
‘country were prepared, and which in 
/some respects I think is permature. 
| Again because, reading between the lines, 
| and even without the necessity of doing 
so, for it is obvious now from the speech 
at Birmingham alone that the repeal of 
the duty must have been entirely opposed 
‘to the views of the Secretary for the 
| Colonies and destructive of his aims, 
and, above all, to his cherished and well 
'known views upon colonia! policy, if 
he had quietly accepted it. For the 
moment, however, the policy of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer appears to 
have prevailed over that of the Secre- 
‘tary of State; but it was only for the 
/'moment. For a few days afterwards 
the world was startled and aroused by 
the reply delivered at Birmingham in a 
speech which was undoubtedly a great 
speech, announcing an Imperial policy 
and proclaiming a _ great principle 
which for forty or fifty years the 
Colonial Secretary has been the first of 
leading English Statesmen in Great 
Britain with the courage to uphold. 
/What is that principle, and what 
is the position that it was designed 
tomeet ? They have been described 
by both the Secretary for the Colonies 
and the Prime Minister on two different 
occasions. The objects of my right hon. 
friends are, so far as I can gather, 
mainly two. ‘One of them is to cement 
the union between the colonies and 
ourselves, and to bind them, if possible, 
closer together; and, for this purpose, 
to keep, to promote, and to increase our 
trade with the colonies, even if by doing 
so we might lose something of our 
trade with foreign countries. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. 
Gentleman is getting a little beyond the 
limits of my ruling. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN: Of course, Sir, 1 
must bow to your ruling, but it will be 
very difficult for me to convey my argu- 
ment to the House with regard to the 
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effects of the repeal of the corn duty | 


if I cannot make any further allusion 
to the two great objects of my right 
hon. friends. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The rig:.t hon. 
Gentleman began by saying, “ What is 
the object of the policy of the Colonial 
Secretary ?’’ That seemed to promis a 
full discussion of the whole of his v'ews. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN: No, Sir, I do not 
want to lead to that; I merely wished to 
put the broad aspect of the question; 
but if you tell me I shall be transgressing 
your ruling in so doing I will pass at 
once to those considerations which 
relate most closely and distinctly to the 
repeal of the corn duty, alone. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do consider that 
the right hon. Gentleman would be 
transgressing. I do not complain of 
what he has said so far as he has 
gone, but if I had allowed him to 
proceed it would have become the 
general subject of debate. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN : Under those cireum- 
stances [ must content myself with 
saying broadly that the principal objects 
of my right hon. friends were two—one 
to increase the trade between the 
mother country and the colonies, and 
the other to acquire the power of retalia- 
tion if this country or the colonies were 
assailed by foreign hostile tariffs. 
That was the great principle to which I 
rejoiced to hear that my right hon. 
friends had both of them subscribed, 
and that is a principle which I have not 


the smallest doubt the verdict of the. 


country will finally endorse. That being, 
as I understand, the policy which the 
Government have now held before 
o— 


Str M. HICKS BEACH (Bristol, W.): 


Wo. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN: The Prime Minister 
and the Colonial Secretary most un- 
doubtedly have done so, as I should be 
able to convince my right hon. friend if 


I were in order in making the statements | 


I desired to make. He has not had the 
advantage, as I have had, of hearing 


two speeches from the Prime Minister | 
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on the subject; and I say that that 
being their policy, there was one point 
in connection with it which to me is. 
more incomprehensible than ever, and 
which becomes more and more so every 
hour, when I see them deliberately 
throwing away the only weapon in 
their armoury which would have en- 
abled them to give real effect to this 
great principle to which, whatever my 
right hon. friend may say, the Prime 
Minister and the Colonial Secretary 
have beyond all doubt committed them- 
selves. That is a proceeding as to which 
I have never from the first been able to 


understand the reason, or reasons, by 


which the Government were prompted 
in the repeal of the corn duty, and as 
this is the first occasion we have had of 
doing so in debate, I desire to examine 
them as carefully as I can—and with 
the permission of the House—I will pro- 
ceed to do so. Now Sir, the House will 
recollect that in remittingindirect taxation 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer told us 
that his choice lay between tea and 
corn. Tea, he said, possessed many 
advantages ; it was the easiest and the 
least contentious su bject of taxation, and, 
if my right hon. friend had only acted 
up to that opinion how very different 
would have been his own position, the 
position of his Party, and that of an 
immense number of his supporters in the 
House to-day! Unfortunately he elected 
to take corn. And why? Because, as 
he said, it is the food of our people; it 
is the food of our horses and our cattle ; 
it is a raw material, and it has the 
disadvantage of being somewhat inelastic. 
But is it not the case that each one of 
those arguments had precisely the same 
force at the time the duty was imposed ? 
Of course they had, and the right hon. 
Gentleman knows it as well as I do, and 
that if they are arguments in favour 
of the repeal of the duty to-day, they 
were equally arguments against it at 
the time when he _ supported its 
imposition. But since the duty was put 
on my right hon. friend has discovered 
something else—and here I am bound to 
say that the Prime Minister, when I had 
the honour of waiting upon him with a 
recent deputation, went even further 
than the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
for on that occasion he tried to persuade 
the farming portion of his audience that 
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this duty operated as a great burden on 
the raw material which they used ; and 
that consequently the class which had 
the most reason to object to the duty 
was the farming class. 


*THE CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Ritcure, Croydon): 
Hear, hear! 


*Mr. CHAPLIN: The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer says ‘‘ Hear, hear,” but 
I may observe that those two proposi- 
tions were received with every mark of 
dissent, and loud cries of ‘*No, no” 
from the gentlemen present who were 
chiefly concerned, and in reply to the 
right hon. Gentleman’s cheer I can only 
put the opinion of the farmers them- 
selves, who ought to know what they 
are about, because, unlike my right hon. 
friend, who speaks only from theory, 
they speak from actual experience. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer will find 
out, if he takes the trouble to inquire, 
that while it is perfectly true that a 
limited section of the farming class, 
whose operations are devoted to what is 
called “feeding,” are not greatly 
enamoured of the duty on grain, yet the 
whole body of the farming class through- 
out thecountry are absolutely unanimous 
with regard to the duty on flour. 
They are so for the best reasons 
in the world —- reasons which I 
gave in detail on the occasion of the 
deputation to which I have referred, and 
which I neednot repeat except to say this 
—that it was found that the result of the 
duty on flour was incidentally to reduce 
the cost of feeding stuffs all rouud ; and 
everybody who knows anything about 
the subject must be aware that that is a 
very important matter indeed to the 
farmer. 


But, worst of all, the right hon. Gentle- 
man has made another discovery, viz., 
that this duty is open to misrepresenta- 
tion. I wonder when he made it. 
Most of us made it—and there was 
little difficulty in doing it—during 
the prolonged debates on this ques- 
tion last session, and if ever it was 
to be acted upon then was the time. 
But the misrepresentation which was 
patent to everyone in the House, with, I 
suppose, the exception of the right hon. 
Gentleman, did not prevent the Govern- 
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ment from imposing it. And if mis- 
representation is a reason for repeal- 
ing a Government measure, what 
has the right hon. Gentleman to say 
about the Education Act of last year, 
or the Agricultural Rates Act of 
some years ago, or half a dozen 
other measures, which were quite 
as much open to misrepresentation? As 
a matter of fact, I have always been of 
opinion that it is the Education Act 
which has done us, as a Party, more harm 
in the country than any other measure 
passed by the present Government— 
though, of course, the Prime Minister 
will never admit it—and this poor little 
innocent duty on corn is to be made the 
seapegoat in consequence. But did any- 
one ever dream of repealing the Educa- 
tion Act because it was alleged, and I 
think truly, to be grossly misrepre- 
sented in the country ? Of course 


not, and why on earth are we to 
do so in this case? But then he 
considers that it could never have 


remained as an integral portion of the 
fiscal system of the country. Why not ? 
He gave no reasons in support of that 
view. It can be only a matter of opinion, 
and all experience and probability is 
against him. As a matter of fact, it did 
remain an integral part of our fiscal 
system for at least twenty-five years 
during the time of Gladstone, Bright, 
and Cobden, all of whom were among 
the leading free traders of their day. I 
was very sorry to hear the Prime Minister 
give his countenance to that view. He 
thinks it has been conclusively proved 
that even the 1s. duty in what he 
called “the struggle for a fiscal exist- 
ence” could never have held its own as 
an independent tax. But where, and 
when, and by whom has this been proved ? 
With great respect, I entirely dispute 
the statement. The only thing that has 
been proved on this point is that a 
Government with a great majority, but 
with incredible weakness, yielded in 
this matter to purely party clamour, and, 
what is worse, after that clamour had 
practically ceased, as soon as the result 
of the duty was known by experience 
to have been absolutely harmless. And 
this from a Government who were care- 
ful to tell us through the mouth of their 
Prime Minister that they had every 
confidence in the common sense of their 
countrymen, and again, through the 
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mouth of the late Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, that they were not a cowardly 
Government, and were perfectly prepared 
to fight, if need be, the battle of the big 
loaf and the little loaf once more! I do 
not know tbat there is any great heroism 
or superhuman courage needed for that. 
Ever since the passing of the Reform Bill, 
in every contest I have had to fight in 
my constituency, I have had to fight that 
battle on every single occasion. I do not 
know that it ever did me much harm, 
and, what is more, I do not think it ever 
will. The Prime Minister added that in 
any case this tax could never have been 
permanent, and he seemed to found his 
statement upon the belief that whatever 
we did, the other side, when they came 
in—as come in at some time, of course, 
they must—|OPpposiTION cries of “No, 
no,”’] — would be certain and bound 
to repeal it. Well, Sir, I should 
have left it to them. It was their 
business, not ours. More than that, it 
would have been absolutely consistent 
from their point of view, but it was 
absolutely inconsistent with everything 
that we have said and done on this side 
of the House. But I doubt his statement 
very greatly, and I doubt it for a reason 
with which I think the House will agree 
is a good reason. 


Finance 


I have been trying to ascertain to the 
best of my ability what are the prospects | 
of the wheat harvest of the world for 
the coming year, and the result of my 
inquiries is that it promises to be a 
good, and quite possibly a great one. If 
that is so, it is as certain as I am addres- | 
sing the House that there will be a fall 
in the price of wheat of several shillings 
per quarter, and if it should exceed 
4s, then the price of bread will go 
down in proportion. Under these circum- 
stances I ask is it conceivable that any 
Government in the world—even this | 
Government—with bread sensibly lower | 
in spite of the duty, should deliberately | 
elect to throw away a revenue of. 
£2,500,000 a year for absolutely no reason | 
in the world whatever. I do not believe | 
itfora moment. What I do believeisthat | 
if my right hon. friend had not made this | 
intolerable mistake, the whole thing | 
would have been forgotten by this time. | 
The superstition against the shilling | 
duty on corn, and it is only a super- | 
stition, would have died out altogether, | 
and I think it is quite conceivable that | 
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the Colonial Secretary in the course of 
time might have been able to make the 
further trifling addition to the duty he 
mentioned, with the general agreement of 
the country and of all parties concerned ; 
for it has been established by incon- 
testable evidence that you can put a 
small duty upon wheat without affecting 
in any way the position of the consumer. 
Now, Sir, I have endeavoured to examine 
tothe best of myability the various reasons 
which have been adduced in support of 
the remission of this duty, and I have 
searched in vain to find one, with a 
single exception, that was not evident 
and ought not to have been thought of 
before the tax was imposed. But that 
exception is, indeed, a strange one. I 
do not think anybody who had not 
It so 
happens that it has turned out that the 
shilling duty did confer a little gain upon 
two classes in the country, namely, the 
millers and the farmers, but when the 
Government found this out they were 
horrified at having taken to themselves 
that unclean and cursed thing, Pro- 
tection. And so this little gain my 
right hon. friend told the deputation 
was now to be withdrawn from two of 
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the most deserving, and, at the same 


time, the most depressed industries in 
the country, although on the right hon. 
Gentleman’s own admission, which he 
has stated over and over again, it had 
never done the slightest harm to any 
human being in the world. Why! the 
dog-in-the-manger is not in it with His 
Majesty’s Government in this case. And 
why on earth this Government, above 
all others, should elect to play this 
very unenviable véle towards those who 
have been for generations the best and 
most loya! supporters the Government 
has ever had in the world, passes my 
comprehension. 


If it is hard to find reasons 
in support of this repeal, it is easy 
to find many against it. Perhaps 
the strongest reason of all is the fact 
that last year you deliberately declared 
that this tax was to be permanent, 
On the faith of that statement put 
forward by the Ministry capital was 
invested, mills were re-opened, industries 
were started, and farmers bought more 
stock because feeding stuffs in con- 
sequence had become cheaper. Now all 
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this is to be thrown away because 
instead of being permanent the tax on 
corn is to be at once repealed. Those 
who have been misled, those who 
relied on the statement of the Govern- 
ment and have lost their capital in 
consequence have the deepest possible 
ground for complaint. In face of these 
explicit statements which were made by 
his predecessor last session upon this 
peint in particular, I am at a loss to 
understand how the present Chancellor 
of the Exchequer can justify his action. 
Just one year ago to-day, Mr. Speaker— 
for it was on the 9th of June, 1902— 
my right hon. friend the late Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, whom we all rejoice to 
see back again in the House—and I say 
that entirely apart from all considera- 
tions as to whether he is likely to 
support me or not on this occasion—made 
this statement. He said— 


“Tt had never been the habit of the House 
to impose a new indirect tax for one year only, 
and that for the obvious reason that it would 
leave everyone uncertain asto the future, forim- 
posing any indirect tax for only twelve months 
would undoubtedly interfere with trade for a 
reason which would probably be entirely 
inadequate, and which no Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would ever think of putting 
forward.” 


[MINISTERIAL cries of ‘Hear, hear!’’] 


But that is exactly what the present | 


Chancellor has done, and | shali await 
with increased interest the right hon. 
Gentleman’s defence of his action to- 
day. It is no use for the Government 
to say that they have lost from amongst 
their ranks their late Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, because they heard his 
statement. They sat by his side and 
they acquiesced in all he said, and every- 
one of them was as fully responsible as 
my right hon. friend himself. There- 
fore, I shall await with great interest 
what the right hon. Gentleman has to 
say. 

To go to another subject which is 
an infinitely smaller matter, although in 
itself it is by no means unimportant, | 
say that you are deliberately throwing 
away a revenue of £2,500,000 a year 
which it injured nobody to raise and 
which it will benefit no one to remit. 
Sir, what I believe everyone expected, 
and what most people wanted to see, was 
the duty remitted on tea insteadof oncorn, 
for the relative advantage to the con- 
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sumer between the repeal of the duty on 
corn on the one hand, and the remission 
of the duty on tea on the other hand, 
cannot bear comparison for a single 
moment. Moreover, the last addition to 
the tea duty was made expressly for the 
purposes of the war, and tea growers, 
especially in India and Ceylon, in my 
opinion, most undoubtedly had a very 
strong and serious claim. Let me take 
the case of tea first. I believe the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer could have 
reduced the duty on tea by one-half. If 
this had been done the duty would have 
been 3d. per |b. I understand that the 
ordinary consumption of tea in a cottage 
family comes to something like 1 lb. per 
week. If that is so that would have 
been a gain of 3d. in the lb. to the 
good in every week throughout the 
year to every little cottage home in the 








/country. What are they going to get 
‘by the repeal of the duty on corn? The 
| duty on flour is 5d. a ewt., and in every 
'sack of flour there are two and a halt 
|ewts., consequently the duty om a sack 
of flour is ls. OJd. But a sack of flour 
| makes from ninety-five to 100 loaves, and 
|if you divide 1s. 03d. into 100 loaves 
| you will find that the ls. duty eomes 
/to something just under half a farthing 
\for each loaf. I believe there is 
no coin in general cireulation small 
/enough to enable anyone to pay this 
|fractional addition to the price of 
bread, and that is why the price oi 
bread all through the country has never 
altered in consequence of this tax, 
[OpposiTION Cries of ‘Oh, oh!”] unless. 
where it was done for political purposes 
immediately after its imposition, and 
|that was only for the moment. I 
think that when the official records are 
consulted it will be found that I am 
absolutely correct in my contention that 
the repeal of the duty on corn will be 
of no benefit whatever to the consumer. 


There is one other argument against 
repeal which I do think the right hon 
Gentleman might have taken into con- 
sideration. Whatever value he may 
place upon his own consistency, I think 
he really might have had some considera- 
tion for the views and the position of 
a great number of his supporters-—-men 
who through evil and through good 
report have so loyally supported the 
present Government. Why, Sir, there: 
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is hardly one among them who for weeks 
and months has not spent his time and 
energies and his eloquence in defending, 
and successfully defending, the very 
policy which is now to be abandoned, 
and in respect of which my right hon. 
friend is calling upon those Gentlemen 
to recant every word on the subject 
they have ever said, and to go forward 
and confess that in all they have said 
and done they have been absolutely 
wrong, although they still believe and 
know it to be absolutely right. I 
can tell him that the feeling of resent- 
ment against a Minister who attempts 
to drag his followers through such muddy 
paths as this is as deep and bitter as, in 
my opinion, it is thoroughly well founded, 
nor do I think that it will be very 
easily allayed. Now, I have said 
enough on a subject, which to me, I 
say quite honestly, is the most painful 
and the most distasteful I ever recollect 
throughout my long connection with 
the Tory Party. 


It only remains to consider what is the 
course that is right, and which I ought 
to take to-night. The followers of the 
Government at the present time are 
undoubtedly placed in a most extra- 
orcinary position. I find little but con- 
fusion in their counsels and indecision 
in their action. It is useless to seek 
guidance or leadership from them, and 
we must rely upon ourselves. The 
views which I entertain upon this special 
duty are views which I have urged and 
which I have held for many years. 
They are strengthened and confirmed by 
the tests and the results of actual experi- 
ence to-day, and even those who are 
most opposed to me will, I think, admit 
that I have supported them by arguments 
which hitherto have not been met and 
which are not very easily replied to. 
I am also in favour of that policy—I 
hope I shall not transgress again—which 
is held out to us for the future with 
regard to our colonies, but this Budget 
is diametrically opposed to it. This 
Budget, and its author in particular, the 
other night were welcomed effusively and 
with open arms, by the enemies of the 
Government—the very men whosobitterly 
opposed us in the policy on which last 
year we were all of us united, and in 
which a great number of us still most 
thoroughly believe. I warned my right 


VOL. CXXIII. [Fourrn Series. } 





{9 JUNE 1903} Bill. 342 


hon. friend, the Prime Minister, when 
he recently received a great deputa- 
tion that if the present course should be 
persisted in I was convincedit might lead 
to lasting injury, if not possibly to dis- 
aster, tohis Party. My words were little 
heeded at that time, but who is there to 
say to-day in the light of all that is going 
on, and what we see and know around 
us, that they were idle or altogether un- 
needed ?_ I still believe, as I believed at 
that time, that the wise course, the right 
course, and the only course, which even 
points to safer and calmer waters, is to re- 
trace our steps in this respect and go back 
to the surer and safer ground which was 
left to us by the predecessor of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. Some loss of 
credit and reputation to the Government 
undoubtedly there would be, but that 
is better than a great disaster to the 
Party. I appeal, then, to the Govern- 
ment once again, even at the eleventh 
hour, to hold out to us the hope that 
at later stages of the Bill they will 
take this course; otherwise it must 
be, and it will be, my duty to go 
to a division on this occasion. It 
may be, for all I know, in that case, 
that we shall have the big battalions on 
both sides of the House ranged against 
us. I neither know, nor do I care, for it 
will not deter me by a single hair's 
breadth from the course which I know is 
the only clear, the only plain, and the 
only straightforward course which is open 
to those who, like myself, remain by their 
opinions on that point. And that being 
so, I have neither doubt nor hesitation 
for a moment in following the path 
which is marked out for me to-night by 
conviction and consistency alike, and 
that is to vote for the Amendment, which 
I submit with confidence that is fearless 
and complete—yes, Mr. Speaker, and 
to a tribunal higher than Parliament, 
higher even than this House, for it is 
to the country and to the people that I 


appeal. 


*Mr. DAVID MACIVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale): I beg to second the Amend- 
ment. I have the greatest pleasure in 
doing so. Iam sure there is no one in 
this House or out of it, who would for one 
moment doubt my loyalty to the Party 
to which I belong. It is thirty years 
since I first had the honour of sitting in 
this House, and during all these years 
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there has been no more loyal supporter | and what they have been all through. 
of the Conservative Party than myself,! I know that at this time last year the 
und yet the words that occur to me in| average price of wheat was 31s. 3d. per 
regard to the Chancellor of the Ex-! quarter before the duty was put on, and 


chequer’s attitude at present are words 
which I would not be allowed to use in 
this House. To my mind nothing could 
be more ill-judged than the proposal for 
the repeal of the grain duty. All: the 
arguments used last year by the then 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, my right 
hon. friend the Member for Bristol, and 
by my right hon. friend the then 
Secretary to the Treasury, now Post- 
Master-General, and by others who 
spoke in the same sense, related to 
matters which were more or less matters 
of opinion as to the effect of these duties ; 
but these arguments come home to-day, 
not as matters of opinion, but as matters 
of actual knowledge and experience. 
What the late Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer and the then Secretary to the 
Treasury said as to this tax being largely 
borne by the producer, and not falling 
on the consumer at all, has absolutely 
been borne out by the facts, and nobody 
who looks into them candidly can 
possib y say that one brass farthing of 
these grain duties has fallen on the 
consumer. There is no doubt that in 
certain constituencies—the constituency 
of Bury and many others—there were 
certain Radical bakers who took the 
hint and endeavoured to raise the price 
of bread. 


Mr. TOULMIN (Lancashire, Bury) : 
I ask the hon. Member if he will 
excuse me contradicting that. 


Mr. DAVID MACIVER: I have not 
any doubt whatever that in Bury and in 
certain other constituencies electioneering 
organisations did give the bakers the hint 
to endeavour to raise the price of bread. 
Anyone who has paid more in price for 
bread has not done so by reason of the 
grain duties, but by reason ofelectioneering 
tactics on the part of opponents of the 
Government. I say that without hesi- 
tation or qualification. I know it from 
my business to be true. I have had as 
much to do with the buying and selling 
of grain as any Member of this House, 
and I have had as much to do with the 
carrying of grain as any Member of this 
House, cot know what the facts are, 


Mr. David Maciver. 





|that the average price per quarter is 


now about 27s. 6d. Therefore it is a 
fact, and I put it forward without the 
slightest doubt or hesitation, that the 
price of wheat, notwithstanding the duty, 
has been actually less than it was before 
the duty was put on. I say, therefore, 
there was no legitimate ground whatever 
for increasing the price of bread, and 
if it had been increased, it was for the 
reasons I have stated. What does the 
existing duty on wheat, and the corres- 
ponding duty on flour, amountto? The 
ordinary freight fluctuations in one day, 
the differences between one ship and 
another are sometimes far more than 
the amount of the duty. If the Govern- 
ment are so unwise as to repeal those 
grain duties, they will have thrown 
away £2,500,000, and they will have 
done it without any benefit whatever to 
anybody in this country, but perhaps 
with a certain amount of benefit to our 
foreign competitors. At the great depu 
tation which waited upon the Prime 
Minister and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, the Prime Minister said that 
in fixing the duty on flour at 5d. as the 
equivalent to the 3d. on corn they gave 
the turn of the screw in the direction of 
benefiting the British miller. I wish 
to put it emphatically to the House that 
this turn of the screw represented 
by the 4d. difference between 44d. 
and 5d. a ewt., simple though it was, 
has been enough in Liverpool to give 
new life to the millingindustry. Simple 
and trifling as that turn of the screw 
was, it was in favour of the British 
miller, and it has helped us in Liver- 
pool, at all events. to do a better 
business than we had done before. 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
told us that his choice was as 
between tea and grain, and that, 
although tea had some attractions, on 
the whole he preferred the remission of 
the duty on grain. May I be allowed 
to point out to the House how the re- 
mission of the tea duty would affect the 
working men as compared with the 
grain duty? If the grain duties are 
withdrawn nobody in this country will 
be in any way the gainer, but if an 
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equivalent in money be taken off the{ forward. If they are going to go out of 
duty on tea, it will be a real advantage | office it is much better that they should 
to every cottager in this country of a/do so voluntarily. Nobody disputes my 
very large percentage of the sum he | loyalty to the Party, and I regret extremely 
payson tea. If we reduce the duty on/| that I am obliged to speak in the terms 
tea by 3d. a pound, which is about the}! do; but I do wish to recall a wise 
equivalent to the grain duties, it will be | Saying of an old friend, “The next best 
3d. in the pockets of the working men, | thing to not making a mistake is to get 
and will be a real benefit to their fami-| Well out of it.” The Chancellor of the 
lies. A friend of mine in Liverpool who | Exchequer has made a dreadful mistake, 
en. has been at |2 great blunder in withdrawing these 
: | duties. If the Government are personally 
| loyal to him it says much for their personal 
| kindness to him. I wish the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer better occupation else- 
where. I think if the Government really 
| desire to retain the confidence of their 
| friends in the House and out of it, of the 
larger tribunal of the country, they will 
_have to do their best to retrace their steps 
in this most unfortunate affair. I 
| beg to second the Amendment. 


employs a great many m 
the pains to take out the particulars of 
the expenditure of sixteen working 
men’s families; and the result shows 
that, for every shilling spent on bread, 
Something like 6d. is spent on tea. I 
hope I have temperately, but very sin- 
cerely, very earnestly, endeavoured to 
impress my view on the House that the 
withdrawal of the grain and flour duties 
is a mistake. They benefit least of all 
the Government. The Chancellor of 


the Exchequer has a certain amount of | 
influence. His position appears to me. 
to be very much like that held by 
Charles I]. Nobody wished to kill | 
Charles II. in order to make his probable | 


successor king. Nobody on this side of | 


Amendment proposed— 


*'T'o leave out from the word ‘that,’ to the 


| end of the Question, in order to add the words 


‘this House considers that the financial policy 
of His Majesty’s Government, in the remission 
of indirect taxation imposed only last year for 
purposes of a permanent character, involves a 


the House, whatever we may think of the | needless and injurious disturbance of trade 
present Chancellor of the Exchequer, and a serious loss to the Revenue, without 
sches bien 6 soenies in diteoter th | substantial relief to the consumer; and that, 
wishes him to cease Co exist in Olice lor Uhe | if any remission of indirect taxation is con- 


purpose of putting our friends opposite | sidered necessary by His Majesty’s Government, 





in power. 
approve of the action of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, after all, one is obliged | 
to look at his possible successor. Some | 
of my other friends on the Treasury | 
Bench may be exceedingly unbusiness- | 
like. Probably they are, but, at all events, | 
there are some business men amongst | 
them ; but if you look opposite and see | 
the kind of people which would replace 
them there is no business there. If you 
have a business-like Government of any 
sort, our friend, the present Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, could remain in office 
in another sphere. He might even be 
appointed Governor of the Isle of Man or 
of some colony. To come back to 
serious considerations, I think that if this 
Government can only retain office by the 
unwilling votes of their friends or by 
the support of hon. Members opposite 
it must be that the end is not very far 
off. Loyal as I am to the Government 
I do not wish to see them remain in 
office under conditions which do not 


appear to me to be plain and straight- 





However much we may dis- | such remission ought to be made by a reduction 


of the Duties proposed to be levied on tea or 
other articles of general consumption.’ ”— 


(Mr. Chaplin.) 


Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Mr. Speaker, 
if, as the author of the tax the repeal of 
which is the principal feature of the Budget 
of the year, I ask leave to intervene 
thus early in the discusson of the Amend- 
ment, it is because my right hon. 
friend the Member for Sleaford has, as it 
were, appealed to me against the present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, to whom I 
am only anxious to give such humble 
support as may be in my power con- 
sistently with my own opinions, and 
because I think my right hon. friend 
and the seconder of this Amend- 
ment take a view of the whole 
present fiscal and political situation 
with which I am unable to agree. Sir, 
what is the history of this small duty 
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on grain and on flour? When I proposed 
it, as Chancellor of the Exchequer, to my 
colleagues in the Cabinet of last year, 
the South African war was still at a stage 
of which no one could foresee the end. 
I proposed it, as it was necessary, in my 
opinion, to raise more money for the pur- 
poses of that war by indirect taxation, 
and because I believed that in ‘ this 
revival of this duty I had a source 
of revenue which would yield largely 
to the Exchequer while doing the mini- 
mum of injury possible to the 
trade, commerce and industry of this coun- 
try. When I brought it before my 
colleagues in the Cabinet it was my 
duty to state to them that I foresaw the 
objections with which it would be assailed. 
I knew that it would be challenged as a 
violation in theory, though I believe not 
in practice, of the principles of free trade. 
I was well aware of the use that would be 
made of it in reviving the cry of the big 
loaf and the little loaf in Parliamentary 
elections. But, after careful considera- 
tion of the objections to this proposal, 
my colleagues in the Cabinet cordially 
accepted what I suggested. And when 
the war ended in South Africa, as we had 
to reconsider the finance of the year, 
of course, as was my duty, I 
placed the matter before them, not merely 
as a tax necessary for the war, but as a 
permanent addition to our sources of 
revenue. They unanimously accepted 
the proposal which I made to them 
to persist in the tax. I proposed 
it, and my colleagues accepted it, as 
a purely fiscal measure, which, in 
the enormous annual growth of the 
ordinary expenditure of the country, 
I believed and they believed to be a 
necessary addition to our sources of 
indirect taxation. Very well. What 
has been the result ? Has the tax failed 
as a fiscal measure or has it succeeded ? 
No, Sir, it has not failed. It has pro- 
duced to the revenue more than I ever 
anticipated. It has not checked that 
great import of corn and flour from 
abroad upon which this country depends 
for its existence. There never was, I 
believe, a larger import of wheat 
and wheat flour taken together in 
any one year than there was in 
the year which has just closed. 


Has it protected the British corn growing 

farmer? Inthe discussions on the tax, 

I and my right hon. friend the First 
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Lord of the Treasury had to rebut sug- 
gestions that it would doso. It has not 
done so in the least degree—for the 
simple reason which last year I stated 
to the House, that foreign wheat and 
British wheat are, unfortunately for us, 
two different things in their value and 
in their price; and this was singularly 
exemplified by the bad harvest of last 
year, the result of which has been that 
foreign wheat has necessarily commanded 
a somewhat larger price than before, 
quite irrespective of the duty, while 
British wheat has fetched a very low 
price indeed. Has the tax increased the 
| price of bread? If it had increased the 
| price of bread one thing is certain, that 
| a rise in the price of bread would have 
| been, I might say, universal, or at any 
rate very general. All that has happened 
is that in some places the bakers took 
advantage of the tax to do what they 
had been long meditating for other 
reasons—namely, to increase the price of 
the loaf for a temporary period—while 
in other places there was no rise at all. 
And, finally, I venture to say that when 
this tax is repealed, as, of course, after 
the proposals of the Government, re- 
pealed it will be, whether the producers 
of corn or flour abroad may profit, or 
whether the steamship companies and 
the railway companies who bring us that 
corn or flour may profit, or whether our 
dealers, millers, or bakers may profit, 
there is one person who will not profit 
at all by the repeal of the tax, and that 
is the consumer of bread. Therefore, 
Sir, when I first heard of the proposal 
of my right hon. friend the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer to repeal this duty, I 
confess I heard it with surprise and 
regret. 


So far I am in agreement with 
my right hon. friend the Member for 
Sleaford. But now I am afraid I must 
part company with him, for there is 
another side to the question which 





I think he has somewhat failed 
to see. Why did I propose to 
the House last year that this 


tax ought to be a permanent addition 
to our sources of indirect taxation? For 
this reason—because of the enormous 
annual growth of our expenditure. I 
had protested as (hancellor of the Ex- 
chequer for years against that growth. 
I had protested to my colleagues, I 
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had protested to this House; and I had 
endeavoured to show to the country 
what I thought were the great dangers 
to our finances of that growth, because 
it must never be forgotten that that 
growth has been far in excess of the 
automatic growth of our revenue. Well, 
Sir, my protests and my sermons were 
received with indifference. Had they 
met with more sympathy I might not 
now be addressing the House from this 
place. But I am thankful to think 
that there has been a turn in the tide. 
My right hon. friend the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer has been able to make a 
reduction in the taxation of the country 
this year, on which I sincerely congratu- 
late him. But what is left? Surely it 
must have come almost with surprise to 
many persons in this country to find 
that, nine months after the conclusion 
ot the costly war in South Africa, all 
my fight hon. friend could do in the 
reduction of taxation has been done in 
the Budget now before the House, and 
that in peace time we have still to 
retain the additional taxes on spirits, 
on beer, on tea, and on tobacco, and the 
new taxes on sugar and on coal, all of 
which were imposed as taxation for the 
purposes of the war. Surely, Sir, it is 
even a graver thing that in peace 
time the Income Tax should stand at 
the unprecedented figure of 11d. in the 
pound. I think that these things have 
deeply impressed the country and have 
not been without their power of im- 
pression on this House. | 


I have been glad to see that there has 
been in this House, in the course of this 
session while I was absent, a very strong 
evidence of a desire not only on the other 
side of the House, but on this side also, 
to reduce that part of the expenditure 
in which, to my mind, our money is worst 
spent—namely, our Army expenditure ; 
and I was still more glad to find in the 
Budget speech of my right hon. friend 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer a 
promise of considerable reduction in 
the Army expenditure in the course of 
the next yearor two. But I hope the 
attention of my right hon. friend will 
be directed to checking the increase of 
expenditure in other directions also. I 


will_venture to add that I hope that this 
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may be a subject of consideration not to 


/my right hon. friend alone. It is impos- 


sible for any Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
whatever his ability, whatever his desire 
for economy, really to check the expen- 
diture of this country unless he has the 
active, the firm, and the continuous 
support of the Prime Minister of the day. 
Now I appeal to my right hon. friend 
the Prime Minister. The Estimates for 
this year have shown an increase which 
is not justified by anything within my 
knowledge. But my right hon. friend, 
as we all know, was occupied with a 
most laborious legislative task in the 
latter part of last year. I appeal to my 
right hon. friend to look into this 
matter of the increase of the annual 
normal expenditure of the country for 
himself this autumn. I trust that, even 
before this debate has closed, my right 
hon. friend may be able to tell us that 
he has already done +o, and that he is 
able to say that in his opinion the great 
growth in the annua! expenditure which 
has taken place within the last few years 
can be stopped, and that he is deter- 
mined to stop it. If he is able to make 
any reassuring statement of that kind, 
my great reason tor insisting last year 
that this tax ought to be a permanent tax 
will to a large extent have disappeared. 


But there is another consideration, 
and quite as important a consideration, 
which influences me in dealing with 
this matter. My right hon. friend 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer gave 
as, I think, his principal reason for pro- 
posing the repeal of this tax that it lent 
itself very readily to misrepresentation. 
I think that that expression has in some 
measure been misinterpreted. I do not 
believe, I cannot believe, that my right 
hon. friend and his colleagues have pro- 
posed to repeal this tax on account of 
the reports of their wirepullers as to its 
temporary unpopularity in certain by 
elections. Why, Sir, is it not clear that 
no Government could gain popularity 
by such a course as that. What people 
like in a Government is consistency. 
We knew perfectly well last year 
that this tax might cause a tem- 
porary unpopularity in the constit- 


uencies. Yet, in the interest of 
sound finance—necessary for ‘he 
maintenance of the equilibrium of 
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revenue and expenditure—we deter- 
minedto run the risk ofthat unpopularity. 
Sir, I will venture to say that no 
Government which is afraid to face tem- 
porary unpopularity in the interests of 
sound finance deserves to sit upon that 
bench. But why should this unpopu- 
larity have been more than temporary ? 
Why, as my right hon. friend the 
Member for Sleaford has already said, 
in which I entirely agree with him, 
unpopularity may have come from a 
temporary rise inthe price of bread from 
whatever cause. But as the months and 
years went by it is perfectly certain that 
when the people found that there was 
not that difference between the big loaf 
and the little loaf which they had been 
taught to expect, this tax would have 
been in the end no more unpopular in 
constituencies than the sugar tax or 
the coal duty, and therefore I cannot 
fora moment believe that this was the 
controlling reason in the mind of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and his 





colleagues when they made up their 
minds to repeal this duty. | think wed 
word “ misrepresentation,” used by the | 
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should be repealed. Well, 1 know what 
the millers said to me. They said that 
if I put the duty on flour at 44d. in- 
stead of 5d. I should be giving a direct 
advantage to the foreign miller as 
against them. I was convinced by their 
argument and I proposed and carried 
through the House a duty of dd. on 
flour as compared with 3d. on corn, in 
order to put the British and Irish miller 
on the same footing as the foreign miller 
and not to give him protection at all. 
I am afraid that I made a little mis- 
take, if the millers’ argument on 
the deputation the other day was 
correct, and that if my _ right 
hon. friend had not decided to re- 
peal the corn duty, in order to keep 
things even he ought to have reduced 
the duty on flour to 44d. There is a 
more important matter than that. 
What about the farmers! The farmers 
to my mind have had no protection as 
against the foreign grower of corn at all. 
|Hear, hear.} I am glad to find that 
statement confirmed, but I am afraid 
the farmers did not look upon this duty 
solely as a source of revenue tothe coun- 


Chancellor of the Exchequer, was a mis- | try,andthat, judgingfromthe enthusiasm 
take. I think what he really meant was | with which the Chambers of Agricul- 
“misapprehension.” Thatisto my mind | ture supported my right hon. friend, 
a much moreserious and a very different | they look upon it not as protective, but 
affair. Sir, | cannot impress upon the | as containing within itself that most 
House tov strongly that | proposed this | dangerous thing in politics, a germ; 
tax last year on behalf of the Gevers- | aad that they thought it heralded 
ment as a fiscal measure, and not as a|a return to protection for themselves 
protective measure. I defended it over | against foreign corn. And there is even 
and over again as a measure of that | a more important misapprehension. In 
kind, and of that kind only. Well, but | some quarters it seems to be supposed 
what has happened since the introduc- | that this corn duty might be and ought 











tion of the Budget? My right hon. 
friend the Member for Sleaford intro. 
duced a very important deputation to 
the Prime Minister. What were the 
arguments that were used by that depu- 
tation? I am afraid it was perfectly 
clear to anybody considering opinions 
that sometimes were expressed rather 
by cheers than by reasoned argu- 
ments, that protection was in the 
mind not of course of my right hon. 
friend, but of a good many of 
his supporters. Now, what about the 
millers? The millers said in so 
many words that the duty on flour had 
encouraged them to increase their 
milling plant, and that, therefore, it was 
a great hardship to them that the duty 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 








to be used for the purpose of colonial 
preference. [OPPOSITION cheers.| Now 
Sir, if the decision of His Majesty’s 
Government to repeal this duty on 
grain and flour was arrived at with 
the desire to put an end altogether to 
misapprehensions of this kind, then Sir, 
all I can say is that little as I like the 
repeal of the duty from a purely fiscal 
point of view, I should say that they have 
grave reasons in support of their pro- 
posal. 

But a good deal has happened 
since the decision of His Majesty’s 
Government to repeal this dutv and 
the introduction of the Budget. I 
agree with my right hon. iriend the 
Colonial Secretary in the view which he 
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took that too much importance ought 
not to be attached to acertain speech 
which he made at Birmingham. He 
spoke as Colonial Minister on a subject 
affecting the Department over which he 
has so ably presided, and he expressed 
views, to which as he has very fairly said, 
his mind has been long tending, and 
which were expressed as his personal 
opinions. And he did not speak as 
Prime Minister. He spoke as a Depart- 
mental Minister, and | entirely agree 
with the limitation which my right 
hon. friend the Prime Minister imposed 
upon the collective responsibility of the 
Cabinet, namely, that no Cabinet can be 
responsible for all the speeches of its in- 
dividual members. Ifthat were so the 
life of a Minister would be even more 
intolerable than it is at the present 
moment. I have exercised that liberty 
often enough myself without the 
slightest injury, I hope, t » my colleagues. 
We must all blow off steam sometimes, 
and if we can do it before an apprecia- 
tive and a sympathetic audience the 
process is extremely agreeable. There- 
fore, Sir. if it had been a question of the 
Birmingham speech alone | confess I 
should have thought that it was not de- 
serving of any special attention. But 
something more has happened since 
then. My right hon. friend the Colonial 
Secretary has felt it necessary to en- 
forces his view in various ways and 
on several occasions, and a _ speech 
has been made (which is much more im- 
portant) by the Prime Minister himself 
upon the same subject in the House of 
Commons. Now, Sir, of course there is 
no plan before the House, nor before the 
country as to any change in our future 
fiscal policy, but two most important 
principles have been laid down by the 
Colonial Secretary, name!v, that of the use 
of our tariff for purposes of retaliation, and 
that of colonial preference. Now, what 
has my right hon. friend the Prime 
Minister said in this House? He 
appeared inclined to view somewhat 
favourably those proposals, but he said, 
and I confess I was very glad to see it, 
that he preserved an open mind upon 
the subject, that the great question 


required careful and long study, 
and that it was not to be decided 
on this or next years Budget. 


Sir, we are precluded by your ruling 
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from entering upon this question with 
any real argument to-day, but I hope | 
am not transgressing that ruling if | 
venture to say that, in my humbleopinion, 
the position suggested by the Prime 
Minister with regard to this subject is 
an absolutely impossible position. It is 
not fairto his own Government. It is 
not fair to the members of this great 
Party. The more humble the position 
of an individual Member of this House. 
the less experienced he may be in 
political affairs, the more difficult is his 
position rendered if this subject is long 
left as suggested by the Prime Minister. 
His constituents expect from him, and 
they are entitled to expect from him, light 
and leading on this great question—one 
of the greatest questions that could pos- 
sibly come before the House, and he 
himself is entitled to expect light and 
leading from a united Government. 
Well, Sir, we have had the opinion of 
the Colonial Secretary expressed with all 
that plainness and frankness of which 
the right hon. Gentleman is so great a 
master, and expressed, I know, with per- 
fect sincerity. I yield, Sir, to no one in 
appreciation of the splendid work which 
my right hon. friend has done in the 
position he adorns. No Colonial Secre- 
tary who ever existed has done so much 
to unite our great self-governing colonies 
to the mother country as has my right 
hon. friend. No Colonial Secretary who 
ever existed has done so much as he to 
make the self.governing colonies feel 
their position and duties as part of a 
great Empire, and, therefore, if in th's 
matter I am obliged to criticise the 
views of my right hon. friend he may 
be quite sure I do it with no unfriendly 
feeling towards himself. Sir, what is the 
situation? We have had a declaration, as 
I have said, of the opinion of my right 
hon. friend; we have had a statement to 
the effect I have quoted, by my right 
hon. friend the Prime Minister. Are 
we to take the opinion of the Colonial 
Secretary as the opinion of a united 
Cabinet or not ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Iam_ extremely 
sorry to interrupt the right hon. 
Gentleman, but I think he will see that 
he is now introducing and inviting a 
general discussion on the merits of the 
proposals put forward. 
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*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: It was very 
far from my intention, Sir, to trespass 
on your ruling, and I will endeavour to 
keep myself strictly within it. All I 
would say is that the repeal of the corn 
duty in this Budget appears to me to 
be, so far as it goes, a direct bar to the 
adoption of the principles to which I 
have alluded, and therefore I conclude 
that the opinion of the Government as 
a whole with regard to those principles 
is the same as it was when I was a 
Member of it. Why, Sir, year after 
year, as Chancellor of the Exchequer 
in this House, acting with the 
full authority of my colleagues, and 
without a whisper of disagreement from 
any of them, I opposed colonial 
preference. I opposed it firstly with 
regard to wines, though it was pressed 
upon us by the Australian colonies ; 
secondly with regard to tea, thirdly with 
regard to sugar, and only last year with 
regard to corn and flour. Only a few 
months ago, in January last, the Govern- 
ment ratified the Sugar Convention, 
binding it not to give preference on 
sugar to our sugar-growing colonies, 
though if any preference was to be given 
anywhere they ought to have had it, 
and inthis Budget now before us, and in 
this proposal for the repeal of the corn 
duty, we have, as | have already stated, 
a distinct bar to the adoption of such a 
policy. I hope, Sir, I am not trans- 
gressing your ruling if I venture to say 
that I am convinced that though we 
cannot discuss this matter now it cannot 
long be left undiscussed, and I would 
make an earnest appeal to my right hon. 
friends the Prime Minister and the 
Colonial Secretary. I do not enter into 
the merits of this policy. Let it, if you 
like, be accepted, though I do not think 
so myself, asa wise and right policy. 
Whatever opinion we entertain of it we 
must all feel that it is a vital change in 
the fiscal policy which has been accepted 
by this country for fifty years, and which 
has been accepted by our Party since 
1852. That being so it isa change that 
ought only io be made with the assent 
of the general opinion of the United 
Kingdom. [I do not say universal assent, 
but with the very general assent, for it 
certainly could only be maintained by that 
general assent, becausethe trial of it would 


come ‘n times of depression rather than in 
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times of prosperity. Now, Sir, do my 
right hon. friends really think that they 
have any chance whatever of obtaining 
such a general assent to this policy? 
Why, its promulgation has done one 
thing already almost amounting to a 
miracle. It has united the Party 
opposite—divided for the last eight 
years—into a happy family. It is 
dividing our Party on this side of the 
House, and, Sir, I venture’ to 
express my deep and _ conscientious 
conviction that if persisted in it will 
destroy the Unionist Party as an instru- 
ment for good. Now, Sir, if it be that 
there is no chance of obtaining that 
general assent to this policy which is 
necessary to carry it into effect and to 
maintain it, might not my right hon. 
friend the Colonial Secretary — might 
not the Prime Minister, reconsider the 
position? Might not they refrain—— 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I rise to order, sir. 
I wish to call your attention to the fact 
that I should have endeavoured, and I 
think should have succeeded, to place a 
very different complexion on what the 
right hon. Gentleman is now saying, 
had I not been bound by your ruling 
and refrained from endeavouring to pro- 
ceed in that direction. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I did call the right 
hon. Gentleman’s attention to the fact 
a few minutes ago, and I think now he 
is transgressing my ruling again, as he 
is discussing a matter which | under- 
stand is not relevant to this Bill. He is 
discussing the method of policy indicated 
in the scheme of the Colonial Secretary, 
and whether that is or is not a policy 
which ought to be adopted. That is 
the very thing I say ought not to be 
touched on. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I was trying 
to keep myself clear of a discussion of 
the merits of the question, and merely to 
appeal to my right hon. friends whether 
in the circumstances they might not con- 
sider that after all the business of statesmen 
—and they are experienced statesmen— 
is not to consider what is desirable in 
their own minds, but what is possible, 
and whether their own obligations to a 
great Party. towards which they stand 
in so prominent a position, may not lead 
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them to consider whether it would not 
be more consistent with their own honour, 
and their own greatness, to say they 
will not proceed in a course which will 
split up their Party, and which, in my 
opinion, is wrong. But, Sir, I leave that, 
and I will only say that I do not believe, 
for the reasons that I have already given, 
that this policy commands the united 
assent of the present Cabinet, and that 
as the Colonial Secretary has indulged 
in that liberty which is granted to 
Ministers of expressing personal opinion, 
I, for one, shall gladly hear, if there be 
Ministers who disagree with him, those 
Ministers speak their minds. For myself, 
Sir, I can only say in conclusion that, 
though I sympathise to some extent 
with the objections of my right hon. 
friend the Member for Sleaford, to the 
repeal of the corn duty, yet, for the 
reasons I have stated, I believe that the 
policy which has been suggested to us 
practically as an alternative, is the much 
greater evil. I am opposed to the prin- 
ciples of the policy of my right hon. 
friend the Colonial Secretary. I believe 
they will be deeply injurious to this 
country, and will do more to disunite 
than to unite the Empire. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think the right 
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the agricultural interests want, and 
what they desire. I listened with the 
greatest interest to his speech when he 
introduced the deputation to the Prime 
Minister a month ago, and I also listened 
with attention to the speech which, to 
some extent, he has repeated this after- 
noon. [I think he is piling the agony 
rather too high. Of course some of us 
think we have had rather bad luck in 
this matter. The registration duty 
hurt nobody. It was not protective 
because it protected nobody, and it 
brought in a large sum to the Treasury. 
Last year we proved to demonstration that 
black was white, but now it turns out 
to be, if anything, rather grey. I have 
always endeavoured not to put too rosy 
a colour on agricultural matters in 
Essex. I have always told the House 
that we were divided into two parties — 
those who are ruined and those who are 
going to be. There is such a thing as 
“ piling the agony” too high, but those 
of us who go on the markets have been 
told by the farmers that the registration 





duty put nomoney into their pockets, that 
| if anything it raised the price of feeding 
peer digas Pa I hardly agree with that 
| —and that practically it did not do them 
|much good. But they regret its repeal, 
| because they regarded the imposition of 





hon. Gentleman is hardly treating the | the duty as a benevolent view taken of 
Chair quite fairly. He is now pro- their position by the Government, and 
ceeding to discuss the merits of this policy, | they had hopes of better things to come. 
and inviting other Members to follow | That, however, is no reason why I, 
him into a discussion which would not | at any rate, should vote against the 
be in order. | Party I was sent here to support, 
| particularly when I reflect that the 
*Sirm M. HICKS BEACH: Well. Sir, [| present Administration, during the eight 
. ; lneinn thet | Years they have been in office, have 
have only to say in conclusion that, | , ; 
. ‘ . 'done more than the Liberal Party did 

having to choose between two evils, I - , 
“ae “cr og |during fifty years before. The only 

choose that which in my opinion is by| ,,; . 

hs . | thing the Party opposite have done dur- 

far the less, and my support will be |. | ; gy tty wd 
iven to the Budget of my right hon | ins See tae Choy pants See See te 
8 ’ | reintroduce foot-and-mouth disease. |, 





— ed gag other py sang pi therefore, much as | regret the flexibility 
e : and adaptability displayed by the 

Sleaford. 4 
| Chancellor of the Exchequer, have not 


a1 , he slightest intention of voting with 

Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) ; | “'¢ S48 é — 
Perhaps the House will permit an agri- | 8 right hon. Gentleman the Member 
cultural Member to say a word on this | ‘°° Sleaford and against the Government 
matter. I have the greatest possible | °° the present occasion 
sympathy with the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Sleaford. I know 
perfectly well he is an expert, a past | Helens): We all remember that when 
master in anything connected with the ‘the late Chancellor of the Exchequer 
land, and has a due conception of what ' imposed this corn tax he said it was to 
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be a permanent tax. We have now heard 
the reasons why he is going to support 
the repeal of the tax. 
that most of his arguments were really 
in favour of the Amendment of my right 
hon. friend the Member for Sleaford, 


for he has reminded us that it was a’ 
off steam.” 


tax which injured nobody, was not felt 
by the community, and was to. all 
intents and purposes a piece of sound 
finance. He then, however, played on 
the feelings of misapprehension or mis- 
representation, and wound up _ by 
saying he would support the Govern 
ment in repealing the tax. After 
that, I confess that as a loyal sup- 
porter of the right hon. Gentleman 
when he was in office I do not know 
where I am at present. I was entirely 
in favour of the imposition of the duty 
as a permanent tax. More than once 
I went down to my constituents and 
justified its imposition, and I find it 
very difficult now to turn round, 
swallow everything I then said, and 
support the Government in its repeal. 
I may say in passing that I am also 
strongly in favour of the policy of 
preferential tariffs indicated by the 
Colonial Secretary, and I am prepared to 
go to my constituents to-morrow and 
justify my opposition to the repeal of 
the corn tax. The question of who pays 
the tax has been alluded to. In a letter 
from the Colonial Secretary, published 
yesterday, there are these words— 


“It is, | think, established that the ls. duty 
recently imposed was met by a reduction of 
prices and of freights in the United States of 
America, and that the tax did not, therefore, 
fall in any way on the consumer here.” 


1 do not wish te go behind that authority. 
It was a contribution of £2,500,000 to 
the Imperial Exchequer by the grain 
importers of the United States, Russia 
and the Argentine for the privilege of 
having the freedom of our markets. 
That is a policy of which I entirely 
approve. But when | remember all these 
things, | come back to the state of mind 
to which supporters of the Government 
are reduced, viz., a state of absolute 
bewilderment. We cannot reconcile 
these various statements. We cannot 


reconcile what was said by the Colonial 
Secretary yesterday with what was said 
by the late Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to-day, or what was said by the late 


Sir Harry Seton-Karr. 


But I noticed | 
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| Chancellor of the Exchequer to-day with 


what he said a year ago, and I find it 
difficult to reconcile the repeal of the tax 
with the policy of preferential tariffs 
foreshadowed by the Colonial Secretary. 
The late Chancellor of the Exchequer 
said the Colonial Secretary was “ blowing 
I do not think it is fair, 
when a Minister, holding the high 
position of Colonial Secretary, makes 
such an important speech, he should be 
said to be merely “ blowing off steam.” 
I attach reaterimportance than that to 
the speech, and I believe that in carrying 
out the policy therein suggested the 
right hon. Gentleman will have the 
support of the men who sent him here. 
Then thelate Chancellor of the Exchequer 
said the repeal of the corn tax was a 
direct bar to the policy of the Colonial 
Secretary. 

There is only one direction in which 
we seem to have any light in regard 
to the position of the Government 
on this question. If I thought this tax 
was repealed in order to clear the ground 
in orderthat it might bereimposed atsome 
future date as part of alarge scheme of pre- 
ferential tariffs, I might be able to under- 
stand to some extent what the Govern- 
ment meant. One great reason why | 
supported the imposition of the tax was 
that I thought it tended to ensure a 
safer food supply to these islands. The 
Government have recently appointed a 
Royal Commission to inquire into that 
question, but everybody knows that we 
are bound, whatever may happen in the 
future with regard to the improvement 
of the agricultural interest, to import a 
large proportion of our bread-stuffs 
from abroad. At present we get them 
almost entirely from foreign countries. 
lf this tax had been used to give a 
preference t:, say, Canadian corn, we 
should at once have made a_ start 
towards remedying the present danger- 
ous state of affairs. Canada, with a 
population of 5,000,000, has a wheat 
area of 4,000,000 acres, from which 
125,000,000 bushels of cereals were 
produced last year. That is, Canada 
has about one-eighth of the population 
and double the wheat area of this 
country. But this country has reached 
the maximum of its corn-producing 
capacity, whereas Canada has not ap- 
proached its maximum. There are at 
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least 150,000,000 acres of virgin soil, | 


from which we could get all the bread- 
stuffs we should ever need. I do not 
think the tax made the slightest differ- 
ence to the bread of the working men, 
but it might have tended in the direction 
of getting bread-stuffs from one of our 
own colonies by one of the safest and 
shortest routes. Here was a magnificent 
opportunity to start in a small but, 
effective manner the great policy fore- 
shadowed by the Colonial Secretary, but 
our hopes apparently are being dashed 
to the ground by the repeal of the tax. 
That is the light in which the late 
Chancellor of the Exchequer asks us to 
look at it, but I regard the matter in 
an entirely different way. I wish to be 
sanguine in my loyalty to the Govern- 
ment, and I hope we shall hear some- 
thing from the Prime Minister or the 
Colonial Secretary to the effect that the 
repeal of the tax does not mean that 
it will not some day be reimposed in a 
preferential way with regard to the 
colonies. If, on constitutional grounds, 
they havethoughtit right to repeal the tax 
in order that it may be subsequently re- 
imposed in the manner I have suggested, 
I shall feel more light hearted than I do 
at present with respect to the policy of 
the Government. I am quite prepared 


to go to my constituents at any time | 
and support the continuance or the re- 


impostion of this tax. I do not think 
the misapprehension, to which reference 
has been made, prevails. The working 
men know pertectly well the value of 
the “big loaf and the small loaf” ery. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the Sleaford Division has spoken 
from the point of view of an agricul- 
tural constituency; I speak as the 
representative of an industrial con- 
stituency, and I believe the 
ing men can accurately judge the 
value of these  electioneering cries. 
] want to make the foreign importer 

pay a very much larger contribution, for 
they have the run of our market with- 
out paying for it, and I should like to 
see them pay a little more. I believe 
the working man is perfectly well able 
to look after himself and to understand 
the value of any mere electioneering cry. 
With regard to the preferential tariffs, 
policy Iam afraid I should be out of 
order in discussing it, but some of us do, 


work- , 
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look upon this matter as one of national 
importance and we consider ourselves 
entitled to a little more information. 
We want to be able to reconcile the 
statements made by right hon. Gentle- 
men, and I hope that my suggestion 
that this tax is being repealed to clear 
the ground for some fresh system of 
financial reform is a sound one. 


Sir, on whatever 
may differ, | am 
sure there will be complete agreement 
on the point that one effect of 
the Motion of my right hon. friend 
the Member for Sleaford has been 
to elicit from my right hon. friend 
the late Chancellor of the Exchequer a 
most interesting and, instructive speech 
on the question which the House is now 
conside:ing. It is natural, and not by 
any means unexpected, that my right 
hon. friend, who was responsible mainly 
for the imposition of the tax now under 
discussion, should regret that his 
successor should have proposed to remit 
a tax, which was not an easy tax to 
impose and which, when he put it on, he 
defended with, I think, sound and con- 
clusive arguments. My right hon. 
friend has told the House that he 
proposed this tax mainly with two 
objects. First, to meet the growth of 
expenditure which, he rightly stated, 
was considerably greater than the 
normal growth of revenue; and, 
secondly, for the purposes of the war. 
Well, Sir, he has dealt, as we might have 
expected, not at any great length but 
very forcibly, with the very considerable 
growth in expenditure, both in regard 
to the Army and the other national 
services ; and I can assure my right hon. 
friend that he has got no warmer 
sympathiser in his desire for economy 
than his successor in the very onerous 
and difficult post which he so long held 
with such credit to himself and with 
such advantage to the country. I can 
assure him that he need be under no 
apprehension upon this point, and my col- 
leagues and | are devoting our attention 
to the great expenditure on the Army, 
the Navy, and the other services, and 
that we are determined, so far as the 
interests of the country will allow us, to 
see whether or not that expenditure 
might not with advantage be reduced. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: 
points the House 
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But my right hon. friend will be the 
first to acknowledge that, after a great 
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war, expenditure cannot suddenly be) 


reduced to a normal peace level. 
It would. indeed, I think, be a 
great mistake to attempt to deal with 
it in such a way. But it is our duty to 
see that, as quickly as we can, we should 
endeavour to reduce the expenditure 


which remains in connection with 
the war to something like what 
the House would be prepared to 


consider the proper normal expenditure 
upon our Army and Navy. There is 
much of our increased expenditure that we 
cannot control. Itis automatic. But,sofar 
as the expenditure which we can control is 
concerned, I can assure my right hon. 
friend that we shall be very glad if it is 
in our power to reduce it. My right 
hon. friend has also stated that one of the 
reasons—of course it was obvious to 
everybody—why he asked the House to 
impose this tax upon corn was for the 
purposes of the war. He felt it his duty 
to put an additional penny on the Income 
Tax, and | think he rightly balanced that 
proposal by the imposition of an addi- 
tional burden upon indirect taxation. 
But I am sure my right hon. friend will 
remember that, after he had stated to the 
House what his proposals were in connec- 
tion with the war, a condition of peace 
happily arrived, and that it was a 
matter of grave consideration by himself 
whether or not the taxation which he 
proposed in his Budget should, when 
peace came, be removed and not per- 
sisted in. He and his colleagues, on his 
suggestion, considered carefully this pro- 
posal ; and he arrived, and I| think rightly 
arrived, at the conclusion that, having 
regard to the obligations to which we 
were committed, it would be unwise to 
remit any portion of the additional taxa- 
tion which he had proposed. And so 
the taxation which he then put on, both 
direct and indirect, was continued. I am 
aware that my right hon. friend did 
emphatically say that he hoped this tax 
might remain a permanent one, and that 
it might be the means of broadening the 
area of taxation. 

\.y right hon. friend the Member 
for Sleatord, when he was alluding 
to what my right hon, friend the 


late Chancellor of the Exchequer said, 

enlarged upon the great difficulties which 

undoubtedly would follow the imposition 
Mr. Kitchie. 


| 
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of an indirect tax for a year only. My 
right hon. friend was surprised when I 
cheered that statement. But it is per- 
fectly obvious that, when the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer was challenged to say 
whether this tax was to continue only for 
a year, it was his duty absolutely to come 
under no undertaking of that kind. 
It would have dislocated trade, it would 
have failed to bring in the revenue which 
he anticipated ; and so he rightly alto- 
gether refused, as any Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would have refused, to assent 
to the proposition that the tax should be 
put on only for twelve months. I do not 
know what my right hon. friend might 
have done if he had been in my place 
when the Budget was introduced ; but I 
cannot help thinking that the con- 
siderations which were present in my 


mind and in the minds of my col- 
leagues at that time, would in all 
probability have led him to the 


same conclusion that we arrived at, and 
that, notwithstanding his hope that the 
tax would be a permanent one, he would 
have acted very much as I felt it my 
duty to act. My right hon. friend the 
late Chancellor of the Exchequer devoted 
acertain portion of his speech to the 
question which has been in the mind of 
the public now for some little time—I 
mean the question of preferential treat- 
ment of the colonies. It would be 
contrary to the ruling of Mr. Speaker if 
I were to enter into any detailed argu- 
ment with regard to this large and 
important question. It must come up 
for argument and discussion before the 
country. [OPPOSITION cries of ‘‘ When?” | 
At any rate, we are told it ought not to 
come up now. It has been ruled out of 
order to discuss it now. But my right 
hon. triend has devoted a certain portion 
of his speech to that matter, and has 
put certain questions to the Government, 
and I think, perhaps, although I may not 
be allowed to enter into the details of 
the matter, I might be permitted, in one 
or two sentences, to express My Own 
opinion and the opinion of my colle»gues 
upon this important subject. In this 
case, and at present, those members of 
the Government who have spoken have 
stated clearly that they have spoken 
only for themselves and not for the 
Government. 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal,S.): 
For whom did the Prime Minister speak ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: My right hon. friend 
the Colonial Secretary, upon whose speech, 
I imagine, the mind of the public is most 
directly fixed, in. I think, the first of his 
speeches, expressly stated that he spoke 
only for himself. Of course, it is impos- 
sible for the Government not to express 
their view of the situation also. So 
far as members of the Government 
who have spoken on this matter are 
concerned, all that has been said has 
been that the question of the pre- 
ferential treatment of the colonies 
should be discussed and inquired into. 
For my own part, I feel bound to say 
that I should be surprised if inquiry should 
show any practical means of carrying out 
that policy. I avow myself a convinced | 
free trader, and I do not share the views 
of those who think that any practical 
means can be devised for overcoming the 
difficulties which present themselves to 
me in connexion with their proposals ; 
and, as at present advised, I cannot be a 
party to a policy which, in my opinion, 
would be detrimental both to the country 
and to the colonies. 





Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) rose, but was unable to make 
himself heard amid loud OpposiTION cries 


4? 


of “ Order, order ! 


* Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER (Mr. J.W. | 
LowTHER, Cumberland, Penrith) who for 
a short time relieved the Speaker in the 
occupation of the Chair: No question of 
order has arisen. 





| 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I want to | 
ask a question of my right hon. friend. 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Does the 
hon. Member rise to a point of order ? 


Si HOWARD VINCENT: No, sir. 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: If the 
hon. and gallant Member rises to a point 
of order he is entitled to interrupt the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer ; but if he 
does not rise to a point of order he is 
not so entitled and he should wait 
until the conclusion of the right hon. 
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Sik HOWARD VINCENT: Does he 
speak for the Government ¢ 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I believe that an in- 
quiry will favour the views which I hold. 
I do not shrink from an investigation of 
the subject, which, indeed, in common 
with all my colleagues, I think is emin- 
ently desirable from every point of view. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: Does my 
right hon. friend speak for himself or for 
the Government ! 


*Mr. RITCHIE: If my hon. friend had 
listened carefully to the remarks which 
I made, he would have found that in 
some portions of them I was speaking 
for the Government, and in other por- 
tions I was speaking for myself. Perhaps 
I may now be allowed to come to the 
Amendment of my right hon. friend. 
My right hon. friend discussed the 
matter with an eloquence with which | 
cannot for a moment attempt to vie. 
He was not very complimentary to 
myself or to the Government, but I did 
not expect that he would be. I was 
aware that the proposal which we made 
was one which would not be acceptable 
to my right hon. friend, and he hivuself, 
not, [ think, to any extent to-day, but 
on another occasion on which he has 
spoken on the matter, gave what he 
thinks are very good reasons why the 
policy that we have adopted is a policy 
which is injurious to the country, and 
that the policy which he advocates, of 
the retention of the tax, is in accordance 


| with the highest interests of the country. 


I differ from my right hon. friend, and 


|I shall proceed to show, perhaps in a 


somewhat dull and humdrum manner, 
that most of the assertions which 
he has made with regard to the 
advantage to the farmer of the corn tax, 
and the evils which are likely to follow 


from its remission, exist only in his own 


imagination. My right hon. friend, 
speaking as the mouthpiece of a deputa- 
tion—no, I think it was subsequently — 
spoke of the shilling registration duty on 
corn as being one means that was going 
to bring thousands back to the land. 


Mr. CHAPLIN dissented. 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: I beg my right hon. | British farmer has got no more for his 


friend’s pardon. I think I shall show him | 
| 


that he expressly said the duty was to 


grain, which is just now at about the 
same price as it was before the tax was 


have the effect of bringing thousands | imposed, but the American farmer has 


back to the land. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: May I ask my right 
hon. friend to quote my words and to state 
where I used them? All I can say is 
that I explicitly deny it. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: If my right hon.friend | °4 J , 
says he did not use those words, I price which they have got for their 
| grain has risen by more than the amount 


withdraw the assertion. I must have 
been reading somebody else’s speech. 
Certainly my right hon. friend has 





got nearly 3s. a quarter more for his 
grain since the tax than he got before. 
How, therefore, anyone can contend that 
it is the foreigner who pays the tax I 
really cannot imagine. It would almost 


/seem that the people who have gained 


by this tax are not the British farmers, 
but the foreign farmers, because the 


of the tax which they have to pay. Now, 
with regard to flour, it is no doubt true 


advocated the retention of this tax in the | that, taking the calendar year 1902, there 


interests of the farmers. Well, now, 
how is the farmer to benefit 1 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I think my right | 


hen. friend very much misapprehends me. 
I have always spoken of the tax upon | 
corn as a very trifling matter indeed. 
What is an advantage, and no doubt has | 
been an advantage, to the farmer is the | 
result from the imposition of the duty on | 
flour. 
| 

*Mr. RITCHIE: The right hon. Gentle- | 
man’s argument is that the tax has | 
brought less flour into this country and 
more grain. My right hon. friend | 
will not deny that one of his arguments 
is that there has been an increased im- 
portation of grain and a decreased 








has been a fallingoff in the importation of 
flourof 3,190,000cewt. Butthat isentirely 
misleading, and must be analysed to see 
what it really means. In the first place, 
the calendar year embraces three and a 
half months in which there was no tax 
at all; and, secondly, and what is much 
more important, the calendar year is 
not the year to judge by atal!. It is 
the harvest year, and the harvest year 
begins in most of thecountries from which 
we obtain flour at the same time— 
namely, in September. 


If we take the eight months, from 
September to April, of the harvest year 
1902-3and compare it with the same eight 
months of 1901-2 we find that there has 
been no falling off in the import of flour 








importation of flour. At the deputation | at all; and, if that be so, it cannot be 
he laid great stress upon the fact that | contended thatin consequence of the duty 
larger quantities of grain had come in in | Wheat has displaced flour. Why should 
Sag rm of hee duty on —_ _ | weed ae + mage 3 Pod a rv 
that less four had come in; a e | 

milling industry had in cctsngatane| his flour, exclusive of duty, than he did 
greatly profited ; and that, in con- before the imposition of the duty—that 


sequence of the milling industry being 
prosperous, the feeding stuffs used by the 
farmers were very much cheapened, and 
so the tax was beneficial to the farmers. 
One thing, at any rate, is certain—that 
the farmer has not gained anything in 
the price which he has obtained for his 
wheat. It has been asserted that it 
is the foreigner who has paid this tax, 
and not the British consumer. How 
does my hon. friend reconcile that con- 
tention with the fact that American 
wheat, which was 30s. 3d. a quarter 
before the imposition of the tax, is 











now 33s. aquarter? That is to say, the 


is to say, exclusive of duty the foreign 
exporter obtained for his flour on an 
average in 1901 9-16s., in 1902 9°21s., and 
in 1903 9°24s. per cewt. Sothe foreign 
exporter of flour has really been obtaining 
a higber price since the imposition of the 
duty than he did before. Why on earth 
should it fall off? There is no doubt 
about the fact that the wheat imports 
have increased. They have increased 
2,205,000 quarters in the eight months 
of the harvest year, September to April, 
1902-3, as compared with the same 
period in the preceding year. It would, 
indeed, be a strange thing if the result 
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of a duty was to increase the import of 
an article on which the duty was put. 
Notwithstanding the duty, the import 
increased, and increased considerably, 
although not more considerably than in 
some previous years. But why did it in- 
crease? As everybody knows, the home 
harvest, although a very large one, was 
of bad quality. Owing tothe wet a great 
deal of it was spoilt and had to be used 
for feeding purposes, and that of itself 
made a demand for foreign corn. The 
millers were bound to have their foreign 
corn, especially for blending purposes. 
This encouraged the importation; and 
so practically the millers have had a very 
good time of it, because they have had 
more corn to grind. [Sir H. VINcENT: 
Why not ?] Why not! I welcome the 
fact that it is so, but my ground of 
difference with my hon. friend is that 
all this grew from natural causes, and 
certainly not because the duty was 
im posed. 

Now, my right hon. friend the Member 
for Sleaford says that the millers of this 
country havelargely added to their plant 
in consequence of the putting on of this 
duty. Well, I think they were very rash 
persons if, because of an imposition of 
the small duty on corn and flour, which 
certainly could not be considered as a 
permanent impost, they largely increased 
their plant. The truth of the matter is 
that the millers of this country have for 
some years past been seeing the great 
disadvantages under which they suffered 
as compared with their American com- 
petitors because of the old-fashioned 
system under which they worked; and 
for some years past there has been a 
large expenditure of money by millers in 
order to bring their mills up to the very 
best position to compete with their 
American rivals. I am told, from sources 
on which I can entirely rely, that the 
great bulk of the mills in this country 
now are very well equipped, and that 
they can successfully compete with any 
of their foreign rivals. But it is 
not because of any impetus which the 
duty has given that this, expenditure 
has been made but because the millers 
have become alive to the fact that their 
real interest lies in obtaining the 
best possible machinery. My right 
hon. friend says that because of the 
increased import of grain, which I 
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contend is due entirely to natural causes, 
millers have had more to grind, and 
therefore there ha: been more and 
cheaper offals for th: farmer to buy. 
Let us examine for a moment the pro- 
position that feeding stuffs have been 
cheapened. It is true that the home 
supply of offals last year is estimated 
to have increased by 5,000,000 owt. ; 
but let us see what proportion that 
bears to the total of feeding stufis. 
both home produced and imported. The 
home supply of feeding stuffs amounted 
last year to 238,000,000 cwt. (putting 
roots and pay in terms of equivalent 
feeding value), and the imported to 
83,900,000 ewt., or together 322,600,000 
ewt.; and yet an increase of 5,000,000 
ewt. of offals is supposed to have greatly 
reduced the price of 322,600,000 ewt. of 
feeding stuffs! The proposition has only 
to be stated to show how little founda- 
tion there is for any*such contention. 
The price has fallen from entirely natural 
causes; and that is where my right hon. 
friend and those who support him have 
got somewhat mixed. And not only 
has the price of feeding stuffs fallen from 
natural causes, but there is no winter, 
I am told—I speak with great deference 
in presence of my agricultural friends--- 
in recent times in which farmers have 
been less dependent upon the purchase 
of feeding stuffs. All corn crops have 
been exceptionally large, both in grain 
and straw, and hay and roots were 
never more plentiful. It is true there 
has been a fall also in oil cakes; but 
there, again, the fall has been because of 
a large speculative trade, causing great 
quantities to be thrown on the market. 
May I say also that, as far as feeding 
stuffs are concerned, it seems to be 
forgotten that there is nearly £600,000 a 
year levied upcn imported feeding stuffs. 
Surely if this tax is taken off, that is an 
advantage to the farmer. He will get 
foreign feeding stuffs free of duty, and 
so save £600,000 a year, which he is now 
compelled to pay. In addition to that, 
there is no less than 2,000,000 cwt. of 
offals exported by our millers, largely to 
our competitors in Denmark and Sweden. 
And why? Because there isa drawback 
of 2s. 6d. a ton upon it, which is really 
almostlikea bounty to Danish andSwedish 
farmers, and places them at an advantage 
as compared with ourown farmers. Iam 
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not therefore surprised, under all these 
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| baker? I think in one of his speeches 


circumstances, to receive the following! my right hon. friend suggested that 


Resolution from the Bolton Dairy 
Farmers’ Association—- 
“This meeting, representing the dairy 


farmers of Bolton, cordially approve the action 
of the Government in withdrawing the tax 
imposed on corn last year, as they regard it as 
a most unjust and inequitable tax on the dairy 
farmers of this country, compelling them to 
contribute a most unwarrantable proportion of 
the increased taxation required by the nation.” 


Mr. CHAPLIN : That is only one out 
of many hundreds. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: That may be true, 
but it shows what an intelligent body 
of farmers there are in the Bolton 
district. 
There is one statement I desire 
to make, which I think will be 
satisfactory to those who are in- 
terested in feeding stuffs and dairy 
farming. The House is perhaps aware 


that a duty is levied upon molasses im- | 


ported into this country. I am told that 
in no other country is there a duty levied 
upon molasses used for feeding stuffs. 
The duty we derive from the importa- 
tion of low-grade molasses is not very 
large, and I propose to take off the duty 
upon molasse containing not more than 
50 per cent. of sweetening matter. 
Although the import of it now is very 
small, yielding about £30,000 to the 
Exchequer, that does not by any means 
represent the quantities that are likely 
to come if there is no tax on it 
at all; and therefore I think it will be 
a real gain to dairy farmers, and also 
be satisfactory to the West Indies, if we 


can encourage the importation of 
molasses for feeding stuffs in the way 
I propose. 

One word about the consumer. 


It has been said that this tax has 
not been felt by the consumer, 
that, in fact, he does not pay it. 
Why, then, should we take off a tax 
which does no harm to anybody? It 
is a very extraordinary thing that 
£2,500,000 should be collected for the 
Revenue without any one feeling it. 
That is a piece of political economy which 
I do not understand. But there is one 
thing 1 do know—that not only foreign 
wheat, but still more noticeably, flour 
has risen, and that to a large extent. 
Who has borne this tax? Is it the 


Mr. Ritchie. 


'it was the baker. Well, the baker is a 
long-suffering person, and he may be 
inclined to bear a little burden of this 
kind for a short time, but I do not 
think he is likely to bear it long, and 
that, either in meal or in malt, either 
|in price or quality, he will very soon 
transfer his burden. My right hon. 
friend has said that he questions whether 
the baker raises his price unless there is 
| & variation of 2s. or 3s. in the price ot 
wheat. [An Hon. Member: 4s. or 5s.| 
|That may be true for short periods in 
regard to the natural rise and fall of the 
market, and putting the one thing against 
the other, but if there is to be anything 
like a permanent rise it is essential that 
'he should make an alteration in price; 
and I maintain, therefore, that a per- 
manent addition of 1s., which isa totally 
different thing from the natural rise and 
fall of the market, isa matter which he 
would have to consider. The price oi 
bread in certain quarters has un- 
doubtedly risen. and in some quarters has 
risen by far more than the amount of 
the tax. In other quarters it has not 
risen in price, but I very much ques- 
|tion whether it has not deteriorated in 
quality. Moreover, I am thankful to say 
that home baking is not an extinct art in 
this country. I am told that in many 
parts of Lancashire and Yorkshire and 
in other districts home baking exists 
to a very large extent, both among 
the agricultural labourers and the 
mining population, and certainly it 
cannot be alleged that the price of 
flour having undoubtedly risen they pay 
nothing more on account of the duty. 
So in regard tothe great industrial 
co-operative associations which exist 
throughout the country, and the number 
of whose members are to be counted not 
by thousands, or hundreds of thousands, 
but by millions. No doubt they must 
have borne the tax which has been 
imposed on flour, and not only on flour. 
but on oatmeal, rice, and all other com- 
modities of that kind. But what appeals 
/to me more than anything else is this 
fact: that if there is any increase in 
'the price of bread at all it is on the 
|poorest of the community that the 
tax falls most heavily, because they 
| consume in proportion to their means 
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other portion of the community. The 
tax has been borne uncomplainingly, 
because I believe that the working 
classes were in favour of the war, and 
were prepared to assist in carrying it 
through and in finding the money 
for it. In my opinion, it was a tax 
properly imposed at a time of great 
national emergency, and as_ properly 
removed, now that brighter prospects 
are in view. If this tax was not 
to remain a permanent tax on the 
tariff, I contend that the sooner 
it was taken off the better; and 
although I acknowledge that we are 
quite open to the reflection made 
against us of placing on the tax one 
year and taking it off the next, yet I 
maintain there was no inconsistency. It 
was imposed mainly for the war. [HOon. 
MemBers : “ No, no.”| Do hon. Members 
maintain that the tax was not put on 
for the war I can assure them that 
it would not have been put on had it 
not been for the war, and it was properly 
put on mainly for the war. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire, 
St. Albans): After peace had been 
proclaimed. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, because there 
was a large amount of expenditure to 
be met, and when we took off a large 
amount of direct taxation we were bound 
to take off indirect taxation as well. 
{[Mr. CuHaptin: Tea.] What are the 
facts about tea? My right hon. friend 
says that this remission of taxatien will 
not reachtheconsumer. When theright 
hon. Gentleman came with the deputation 
which waited upon the Prime Minister, 
he drew a moving picture of the poor 
old woman paying 2d. duty on her tea, 
urging that she would be benefited if it 
were taken off. But the wholesale price 
of tea is now only a halfpenny a pound 
more than it was be‘ore the tax was put 
on; and we have received numerous 
representations from the tea-growers 
saying that they were the persons who 
were bearing the additional tax and 
not the consumers. In making this 
proposal to remit the corn tax I believe 
it is one which will be generally 
accepted throughout the country, and 
I greitly regret that, in taking this step, , 
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& larger amount of bread than any} 


we have offended the susceptibilities of 
many of our friends who usually work 
with us. But I am satisfied that in the 
long run, and ajter reflection, they will 
come to the conclusion to which the 
Government have come, that, if they 
were able to remit any indirect taxation 
at all, and had only a limited amount to 
remit, they could have taken no course 
more acceptable to the people than the 
repeal of this corn tax. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton, E.): 1 do not think that the 
oldest member of this House has ever 
listened to a more interesting or more 
remarkable debate than that which 
engages our attention this afternoon. 
We have had the Cabinet veil uplifted, 
ad uplifted without even the previous 
etiquette of members of the Cabinet 
informing the House that they had 
His Majesty’s permission to make these 
revelations. But they have made them 
frankly and honestly, and we must 
make the best of those revelations 
and not ask for more revelations 
just now. Let us look at the in 
formation we have obtained. We have 
ascertained from two Chancellors of 
the Exchequer very much how the 
finances of the country under the 
present Administration are managed. 
[ say the present Administration because 
[allege that such a state of things as 
has been revealed this afternoon would 
have been as absolutely impossible under 
the rule of Mr. Gladstone as to contend 
that two and two make ten. We are 
told that this tax was put on unani- 
mously last year, and the Minister who 
put it on informs us that his colleagues 
unanimously agreed to put it on for 
definite, distinct, and specific reasons— 
partly for the purposes of the war, no 
doubt, but mainly to broaden the exist- 
ing system of taxation. It was to form 
a part of the permanent revenue of the 
country to meet the growing ex- 
penditure. Then we were told that 
when the war came to an end and it was 
necessary to reconstruct the Budget, 
the Cabinet again unanimously ap- 
proved its continuance on the express 
ground that it was to form part of the 
permanent revenue of the country. We 
do not know what happened after that. 
There is a long hiatus between the time 


O 





375 Finance 


when the late Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer retired from office and the 
accession to office of the present Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. On that I 
will say a word or two directly. We 
have also had a little information given 
to us with reference to the financial 
proceedings of the Cabinet as far as 
expenditure is concerned. The late 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has told 
us that for years before the war, 
during the war, and after peace was de- 
clared, he protested against the growth 
of expenditure to his colleagues, and that 
these protests were received with in- 
difference ; and he specially called atten- 
tion to the absence of what he calls “the 
active, firm, and continuous support of 
the Prime Minister.” A more serious 
charge has seldom been made in the 
House of Commons against a Prime 
Minister. I am sorry that the right 
hon. Gentleman is not here at the 
moment, but I submit to him that it 
was his duty, not only to his colleagues 
but to the country, to have tendered 
his resignation. The right hon. 
Gentleman was the responsible guardian 
of the national finances. He was 
the responsible trustee alike for 
revenue and expenditure ; and if he was 
of opinion that too much money was 
being spent in various large Departments 
of public expenditure, and especially in 
two Departments, I suggest to him 
that, as it seems to me, it was his 


duty to have placed his resigna- 
tion in the hands of the Prime 
Minister. The right hon. Gentleman 


did eventually tender his resignation ; 
but it was never stated in the House 
that he had retired from office owing to 
dissatisfaction with and disapproval of 
the policy of the Government. 


I think that the lesson we have 
to draw, if the Prime Minister will 
allow me to impress it upon him, is 
that this Government—I am _ not 
alluding to the tenure of office of the 
present Prime Minister—has, to an ex- 
tent of which no preceding Government 
offersan example, weakened theundivided 
responsibility of the Cabinet. Individual 
Ministers haye hada power which belonged 
to the Cabinet as a whole, and in dealing 
with the various stages which this long 
controversy will go through we cannot 
recognise the doctrine that Ministers 
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are at liberty to speak for themselves. 
and not for their colleagues. The re- 
sponsibility of the Cabinet for the policy 
of the Government is one and indivisible. 
That is the constitutional position which 
we cannot afford to see weakened or tam- 


pered with. A Cabinet Minister is not at 
liberty on great questions of public policy 
to pronounce his own individual opinions. 
The country believes them to be the 
opinions of his colleagues, and although 
the late Chancellor of the Exchequer 
said that the Cabinet was not under- 
stood to be responsible tor all the speeches. 
of all its members, the Cabinet is respon- 
sible for all the actions of its members. 
A disapproving Minister has one remedy 
in his hands, and that is the remedy 
which the country expects him to use 
when his views are_ irreconcilably 
different from the views of his colleagues. 
At the time when the right hon. Gentle- 
man left office there was no doubt 


that the policy of the Government was. 


to continuethe corn tax. They had then 
no idea whatever of repealing that tax 
in their next Budget. But after 
the imposition of the corn tax of 
this year there were twelve by - elec- 
tions, and in every one of ‘those elections 
this tax formed a very prominent 
subject of discussion. We were chal- 
lenged last year, when we objected to 
the imposition of this tax, that the 
country did not share our opinion. We 
thought that time would show that it 
did; but I am bound to say | did not 
think that the truth would be so clearly 
shown within twelve months. What was 
the result of these twelve by-elections ? 
I am no great believer in by-elections ; 
but when you have twelve elections, 
coming altogether, expressing practically 
the same view on one question, it is im- 
possible not to be struck by the circum- 
stance. In 1885 there was in those twelve 
constituencies a Conservative majority 
of 461. In 1900 that majority had 
risen to upwards of 20,000 votes in 
favour of the present Government. 
What has been the result of elections in 
those constituencies since the corn 
duty was imposed? The Conservative 
majority of 20,000 has been turned into 
a Liberal majority of 3,496. 

I am not going to endeavour to 
weaken the explanation the late Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer gave us as 
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to the difference between misrepre- 
sentation and misapprehension, or to 
suggest that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer ought to have used one word 
when he used the other. I will read to 
the House an independent opinion, 
favourable to the Government, and 
which cannot in the slightest degree be 
tainted with any connection with this 
side of the House. What does The Times 
say, which has been the friend of the 
Government throughout? Last month 
The Times said—— 

“Tt is perfectly understood by everybody 
that this sudden abandonment of a policy to 
which the whole Party stands committed is 
nothing but an electioneering measure resorted 
to in a moment of alarm at failures, easily 


accounted for in other ways, of the Party 
election managers.’ 


In the opinion of The Times that 
accounts for the change in the 
policy of His Majesty’s Government 
in reference to this tax. We are now 
brought face to face with the Amend- 
ment of the right hon. Member for 
Sleaford on its merits. Stripped of 
phraseology, it amounts to a distinct 
evnsure upon the Government for pro- 
posing to repeal the tax upon corn, and 
to an expression of preference for a re- 
mission of the tax upon tea. And on 
that Amendment we must decide. I am 
in favour of the repeal of the corn tax. 
I should be in favour of it if none of these 
extraordinary events had happened. We 
opposed the imposition ot the tax twelve 
months ago on the very same grounds 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has to-day defended its repeal. We 
urged last year that it was a tax upon a 
prime necessity of life: and quoted Mr. 
Gladstone’s phrase about it being a tax 
on the prime necessity of life. [ said 
that it was a tax upon the poorest of the 
poor, and the meanest tax ever imposed 
by the House of Commons. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer today has 
endorsed the opinion that it is a tax 


upon the poorest of the poor; and he | have had no protection; but as long as 


has blown to the winds the theory that | 


you can get £2,500,000 from nowhere— 

paid by some angel’s visit to the Treasury. 
He has shown that every shilling of it | 
has been paid by the consumer. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: No. 


{9 JUNE 1903} Bill. 378 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER: I know, of 
course, it would be impossible for me to 
convince my hon. and gallant friend on 
a subject of this kind. I object to this 
tax.not only on the grounds we urged 
so strongly last year, arguments which 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
endorsed this afternoon, but a'so on the 
ground that it is a violation of the 
principles of free trade; and in ths 
conflict do not let us labour under the 
impression that there are two kinds of 
free trade and two kinds of protection, 
any more than there are two kinds of 
peace or two kinds of war. Do not let 
us think that there is “a sort cf free 
trade.” We have been challenged to 
define what free trade is, and we have 
been told that Mr. Cobden defined it as— 


“‘The free interchange of commodities at 
their natural price.” 
If that was one of Mr. Cobden’s defini- 
tions it was rather incomplete; but 
a shilling duty imposed upon one 
class of commodities and not upon 
another would be an interference with 
the natural price. But Mr. Cobden did 
not leave us with those uncertain words. 
He said— 

‘ By free trade we mean the abolition of 
all protective duties.” 
I have another definition of a great 
authority which covers the whole 
question— 

“Free trade is that system of commercial 

licy which draws no distinction between 
domestic and foreign commodities, and there- 
fore neither imposes additional burdens on the 
latter nor grants any special favours to the 
former.” 
The whole system of free trade is based 
upon that. When this Bill is carried we 
shall go back to the state of things 
where there is no protective duty in the 
tariff of Great Britain. As long as any 
corn duty existed you had a protective 
duty. If you had put an equivalent Excise 
duty on the British farmer—an absolutely 
impracticable thing—then you would 


you put a duty on wheat coming into the 
country and none upon the wheat. pro- 
duced within the country you have protec- 
tion ; and if you ring the changes on that 


| all round, you at once reach the definition 


of Mr. Cobden—that free trade is the 
abolition of all protective duties. On 
| that ground, Mr. Speaker, I object to this 
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tax. But who pays this tax? The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer told us that 
it was paid by the consumer. We 
had all these various statements as to 
the different prices going up here and 
going down there, all of which, with’one 
exception, the right hon. Gentleman 
accounted for; but he was quite right 
with regard to one consequence of the corn 
duty, that deterioration of quality is the 
way in which the question has been settled 
with the bread of the poorest people. 
But suppose you could prove that bread 
was no dearer in consequence of the duty. 
Then you must have deprived the con- 
sumer of the advantage of the fall in 
price which has been sufficient to cover 
the amount of the tax. The Colonial 
Secretary has said that the corn duty 
was met by a reduction of freights in 
the United States, and that not one 
shilling of the duty was paid by the 
consumers. Will he give us the figures 4 
At present they are not in existence. I 
maintain that the duty has been paid by 
the consumer and can be paid by no one 
else. 


We now come to the position of the 
Government. We cannot shut our eyes 
to what has passed. Events have oc- 
curred in this country affecting the 
position not only of all Parties but 
the position of our whole legislation ; and 
it is under the shadow of that situation 
that we approach the discussion of this 
question. Of the position of the Govern- 
ment to-day we may say what Lord 
Macaulay said of that of a previous 
Conservative ‘sovernment which fifty 
years ago was playing with the question 
of free trade and protection and 
upholding in certain quarters one view 
and in other quarters another view. 
Macaulay described that Government’s 
position in one sentence— 

“‘ They have contradicted each other and they 
have contradicted themselves.” 

As to the fiscal policy of this country, on 
which almost the commercial existence of 
this country depends, we do not at this 
moment know what is the policy of His 
Majesty’s Government. I doubt very 
much whether they know it themselves. 
But we are entitled to ask: Is this 
simply a temporary reduction? Is this 
tax taken off only to be put on again ? 
When another series of contested elections 
come round, is there to be another change 
of policy? The fiscal policy of this 
Sir Henry Fowler, 


{COMMONS} 








Bill. 


country ought to be far above any Party 
controversy. It involves far deeper and 
greater interests than those of mere 
party ; and in the interests of all, whether 
they be importers or exporters, agricul 
turists or merchants, poor people or rich 
people, we have a right to know, and to 
know at once, whether there is a scheme 
or whether there is not a scheme in 
the brains of His Majesty’s Ministers 
for revolutionising the whole of our fiscal 
policy, undoing the work of half a 
century, wiping out Sir Robert Peel 
and Mr. Gladstone as great statesmen and 
wise financiers. We have been told that 
there is to be an inquiry. By whom? 
Is this question to be settled by a Royal 
Commission? The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Monmouth—whose 
absence we all deplore in a debate of 
this character—when someone made a 
similar proposition—1l think it was in 
the controversy on the Reform Bill in 
1885—said, “What! send the British 
Constitution to a Select Committee 
upstairs!’’ And are we to send our 
financial policy, which has had the 
stamp and seal of fifty years prosperity 
—which has given progress and pros- 
perity to the nation as a whole; which 
has raised wages and lowered the price of 
food, and has given to all classes incalcu- 
lable benefits—are wetothrowalltheseinto 
themelting pot of someimaginary inquiry? 
No, Sir, the Committee to inquire into 
the fiscal policy of this country is His 
Majesty's Ministers, and we have a right 
to assume they have made up their 
minds on the subject. This great ques- 
tion of free trade and protection is not 
a shuttlecock for a game of political 
battledore. We havea right to expect, 
on the lines which the late Chancellor 
of the Exchequer pointed out, that in a 
great crisis like this, and in grave ques- 
tions of national policy, popularity or 
unpopularity is nowhere. A _ strong 
Ministry, with a majority of 130 behind 
them, are certainly strong enough to 
have a policy, strong enough to declare 
it, and strong enough to appeal to the 
country upon it. I welcome such an 
appeal, for I believe that the people of 
this country will uphold the material, 
the moral, and the social results which 
they have witnessed and with which 
they are familiar, and I have no fear or 
doubt of what their verdict will be when 
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the issue is put tothem. In the mean- 
time it is trifling with their interests, it 
is trifling with ourcolonies, and it istrifling 
with the great commercial nations of the 
world, to leave this question unsettled. 
Retaliation and preferential tariffs will in- 
volvethis countryin difficulties fargreater 
than any of us can foreshadow ; diffi- 
culties not only with our own colonies, 
but more serious difficulties elsewhere. 
If this policy is to be embarked upon we 
have a right to know, and to know at 
once, where the Government are and 





what they intend to do. 
| 
Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birmingham, | 
N.): There are certainly one or two points | 


| 


in the speech of the right hon. Gentle- | 
man with which I cannot concur | 
He said, for example, that there was only | 
one kind of protection that he knew of. | 
I know of many. I know of a protection | 
that is prohibitive and of one that is | 
not prohibitive, and which is even unfelt. | 
As for the speech of the Chancellor of | 
the Exchequer, it seems to me that the | 
chief point on which he enlightened the 
House was that there was a very deep 
division in the ranks of the Government 
itself, and that there is an almost irrecon- 
cilable hostility amongst them. It is 
quite clear that the Amendment of the 
hon. Member for Sleaford has brought 
very great confusion into the ranks of 
the Unionist Party. There has been a 
lack of cohesion before in regard to 
the Education Bill. It has affected 
some Liberal Unionists and some 
Liberal Conservatives, but the proposal 
to abolish the corn tax has carried 
absolute dismay amongst the older and 
more monumental members of that 
Party. But to whatever school we may 
belong,the majority of us feel thoroughly 
aggrieved at the proposal of the Govern- 
ment. I do not think the reason is far 
to seek. In plain Anglo-Saxon we have 
all been made fools of, and it is therefore 
natural that we should feel aggrieved. 
I do not think any one of us can feel 
flattered. The Government has shown 
its appreciation of its stalwart followers, 
especially the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
by offering to usa suii of motley with cap 
and bells. They have tried to force the 





hon. Member for Sleaford into that garb. 
This is our predicament, and men like 
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myself and many others are asked to 
abandon the financial position we took 
up not twelve months ago. This will 
exhibit us in a very absurd and frivolous 
light, to say the least of it. We have to 
repudiate the speeches we made to our 
constituents. I went about preaching 
the doctrine of the equality of the loaf, 
and now where am |? The long and 
short of it is that I cannot eat my own 
words. They are very indigestible. 
Finally, we have to capitulate very nearly 
in our hour of triumph, when the 
reasonableness of the tax has been proved 
and when bread is cheaper. As soon as 
the tax has really justified itself we are 
asked to abandon it. I do not want to 
be rude, but I do think that the 
Government are not confining this suit 
of motley to their followers. We were 
told that the tax was to broaden the 
basis of taxation, that it had nothing to 
do with the emergency of the war, but 
that it was to promote the general 
growth of taxation. We were told also 
that everybody deplored the growth of 
taxation, yet nobody couldstop it. The 
tax was accordingly heartily supported 
by us. We were further told that the 
tax was not protectionist, that the 
foreigner would pay; that we should 
get an enormous income from it, and 
that no one would feel the burden of it. 
That has been proved; we have re- 
ceived an enormous revenue from it, and 
nobody has felt it. It was, in fact, 
a model tax; it has been paid by the 
foreigner, and has been unfelt by the 
consumer, yet, owing to the enormous 
consumption, it has brought in a revenue 
of two and ahalf millions. What better 
could we wish for ? 


There weretwo very important speeches 
made by the hon. Member for Glasgow. 
I remember they were so important that 
Isaw members of the Government exe 
changesignificant glances and nodto each 
other as much as to say, “ Here is a rare 
bird for us. We ought to find a perch for 
him on the Treasury Bench.” He spoke 
almost as a financial genius. I should 
like toread a sentence or two from those 
speeches. 


‘*This tax (on corn) can only add to the 
selling price of grain in this country if it makes 
the supply less than it would be if the tax were 
not imposed.” 
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This is his first proposition, i.e. that the | 
price will depend on the supply. Then | 
he adds— 


| 


**Can any one contend that threepence a | 

ewt. will cause land in America or elsewhere to | 
go out of cultivation, or any part of the grain | 
which would ordinarily come to this country | 
to goto other markets which are taxed much 
more heavily than ours ?” 
This is his second proposition, 7.¢.,' that 
the supply on which the grain depends | 
will not be affected by this duty, so 
that the price of grain will not be 
affected by it. That is clear. He also 
says— 


‘*Suppose (which he has shown to be im- 
possible) the supply were affected. Suppose 
that the whole tax fell on the consumer it will 
— amount to a quarter of a farthing on a 
2 lb. loaf. The hon. Member for South 
Shields says the baker will charge a hatfpenny. 
But this means an additional profit on what 
they are already making of fully 20 per cent. 
If that were possible we should all turn 
bakers.” 

This is his third proposition, i.¢., that if 
the supply were affected (which it cannot 
be) to the extent of a quarter of a 
farthing on a 2 lb. loaf, still it would 
not be felt by the consumer. What 
more do we want? Well, I think that is 
lucid and convincing, and I think that 
it is destructive. It seems to me that 
we are practically proposing to remit 
this tax, and are giving the working 
classes nothing in exchange. Who is to 
benefit by this The working man will 
not benefit, because the loaf is dearer than 
ever. The working men are getting accus- 
tomed not to the tax, but to the idea of 
the tax. They know it was approved by 
such great financiers as Cobden, Bright, 
and Gladstone, and they have perceived 
that the loaf is no smaller in conse- 
quence of it. The working classes already 
have cheap bread, and it is not possible, 
I think, to cheapen it more. If we want 
to do the working classes a good turn 
we Ought to cheapen something which 
is susceptible of being cheapened—such 


as tea. The Unionist Party has had all | 


the discredit of imposing this tax. False 
criticism had done its worst, and we 
shall have no credit for taking the tax 
off. And upon my honour I do not 
think we deserve it. No doubt it will 
be said we have taken it off from Party 
motives. For myself I want to see the 
people back again on the land. We 
have heard from the highest possible | 
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sources that the physique of our race is 
degenerating. This question to my 
mind is of far greater importance than 
the maintenance of any of our institu- 
tions—the aristocracy, or squirearchy, or 


industrialism, or even Royalty itself. It 
is a question of the maintenanc:: 
of our race. If we read the Re- 
port of the Inspector-General of 
Recruiting we must come to the 
conclusion that the national life of 


England, of which Parliament is the 
custodian, is at stake. I do not believe 
that the imposition of this tax would 
drive a single acre of land in America 
out of cultivation, or that its remission 
would drive a single acre in England 
out of cultivation, but the debate may 
have the helpful and satisfactory result 
of calling attention to the fact that the 
people are being driven from the land, 
and it is only by getting them on the 


_land again that the national life can be 


restored. 


*Sir JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 
Accrington): I should like to say a 
word in regard to the Amendment of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Sleaford, and the reasons he has 
given for its adoption. He condemns 
the Government on two grounds for 
having remitted the corn tax: one is 
the alleged serious loss of revenue, and 
the other is that the remission gives no 
substantial relief to the consumer. In 
regard to the alleged serious loss of 
revenue I would call attention to a 


statement made by the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer in his Budget speech, viz.— 
“T have still £2,000,000 to give away, and 
this [ propose to devote to the remission of 
indirect taxation.” 
According to the fina] balance sheet of 
the right hon. Gentleman, the corn 
tax produced last year—which was not 
a completed year—£2,000,000, and he 
calculated that a completed year would 
represent £2 400,000. The remission of 
the tax, therefore, means a loss to the 
revenue of £2,400,000. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the Slea- 
ford Division invites us to substitute 
a remission of 2d. on tea. In the two 
years 1901-2 the tax of 6d. per pound 
on tea produced an average of £6,000,000, 
or £1,000,000 for every penny. There- 
fore. a remission of 2d. on tea would 
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mean a loss of £2,000,000 to the revenue, | 
so that the repeal of the corn tax| 
means an additional loss of £400,000. | 
In making that remission the Chancellor | 


of the Exchequer said— 


‘Tea has many attractions ; it is the safest 
and the least contentious subject of taxation ; 
it cannot he said to be dear; I do not think a 
duty of 6d. is very excessive ; tea is not strictly 
a necessary of life.” 


and he said later—- 

“Corn is a necessary of life in a greater 
degree than any other article.” 
Under these circumstances, 1 submit 
that a loss of £400,000 is a very small 


matter, and one which every one would. 


be willing to incur in order to get rid of 
a tax on corn which is a necessary of 
life in a greater degree than any other 
article. The other point I desire to 
refer to is the assertion of the right hon. 
Gentleman that this remission of taxation 
gives no substantial relief to the con- 
sumer. We have had a good many state- 
ments as to whether the price of bread 
has increased since the tax was imposed. 
During the last year, and whilst this tax 
has been in force, the price of bread has 
increased. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Where? 


*Sir JOSEPH LEESE: I must protest 
against these somewhat discourteous 
interruptions. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I simply 
asked where? The price of bread has 
not increased in Manchester. 


*Sir JOSEPH LEESE: There is a| 
very interesting official paper published 
by the Board ot Trade called the Labour 
Gazette, and ever since the corn tay was 
imposed there has appeared in_ it 
monthly a list of about twenty-four 
of the largest towns in England, opposite 
to which has beenplaced the price of bread 
both before and after the tax. In a 
great many of those towns there has 
been no variation whatever in the price 
of bread, but in London, with a popula- 
tion of 6,500,000 people. the price of 
bread has risen from 4d. and 44d. in May, 
1902, to 44d. and 5d. in May, 1903. If 
you assume that the consumption of 
bread in London is at least one quartern 


loaf per head of the population, which | 
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is the lowest possible estimate, then we 
find that the rise of $d. per quartern 
loaf means no less than £13,000 a week, 
or £720,000 a year. I want to know 
how it can be said that the consumer 
has not paid this tax. If it is put upon 
the basis that two quartern loaves per 
head are consumed by the population of 
London per week, you will get £1,500,000 


a year, and if we are going to have Old- 


Age Pensions you would want 2s. 
on corn at least. Under these circum- 
stances I have no hesitation in giving 
my vote against this Amendment. 


*Mr. BECKETT (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Whitby): In this debate somewhat difficult 
issues of vast importance have been raised, 
but those issues, when once raised, must be 
faced, and they must be faced very soon. 
I was astonished when the Leader of the 
Opposition withdrew his Amendment. 
I think his Amendment would have 
given an opportunity to the House to 
thoroughly discuss this question, and it 
would have elicited information from the 
Government of which the House stands 
sorely in need at the present moment. 
I do not propose to say very much on 
this question. The corn tax, we are 
told, is liable to misrepresentation, but it 
is equally true that all such duties are . 
liable to miscalculation, as they almost in- 
variably work in a way different to that 
which is expected. I do not complain that 
under this duty the millers have found it 
possible to make a profit, but on the 
authority of the Prime Minister and the 
late Chancellor of the Exchequer we have 
it that they never anticipated that the 
millers would be able to derive a profit 
from this tax. This shows the extreme 
danger of tampering with the fiscal 
system of this country under which our 
prosperity has been realised. A member 
of the deputation headed by the right 
hon. Member for Sleaford said that this 
tax had put £400 into his pocket. His 
next-door neighbour would probably say, 
“Why should I not call for a duty which 
will put £400 into my pocket?” And 
thus they might go on, piling duty after 
duty upon the shoulders of the unfor- 
tunate consumer. The Government are 
accused of inconsistency, but I cannot 
see that they have been inconsistent 
in this matter at all except as regards 
I understood that this 
duty on corn was imposed as a war tax 
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only. [OpposiTiON cries of ‘No, no!”] 
I supported it as a war tax, and as a 
war tax a duty on corn, even though 
it falls upon the poorest of the poor, is 
eminently desirable, because it seems to 
me that the burden of a war tax, even 
though it cuts very deeply, is a whole- 
some and salutary check upon the pas- 
sions of the people. 
tax as a war tax and not upon any 
other grounds. Hon. Members on this 
side of the House have asked why 
abandon £2,500,000 of taxes? I re- 
joice that this £2,500,000 is going to be 
abandoned, because as long as the 
Government have this money it will 
encourage them to continue in their 
career of reckless extravagance which 
all sides of the House are desirous of 
checking. The late Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has told us that in season 
and out of season he has endeavoured 
to check this expenditure. It seems 
that another Tory Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has been sacrificed on the 
altar of economy. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I really 
must ask my hon. friend to quote 
the words I used. I never blamed 
my colleagues, but I blamed the absence 
of public opinion in support of economy. 


*Mr. BECKETT: Of course, I entirely 
accept what my right hon. friend states, 
but | certainly understood him to say 
that had his respresentations on the 
subject of economy been attended to, he 
might not have been speaking from the 
place he occupies to-night. Anyhow, 
we know perfectly well, in regard to the 
late Chancellor of the Exchequer, that he 
did by every means in his power promote 
economy in the Government. Iam not at 
all surprised that he did not meet with the 
support he was entitled to receive, when 
one of his late colleagues said not very 
long ago in reply to those who wished 
to see economy introduced, that they 
had betrayed the cloven hoof of economy. 
I hope the cloven hoot of economy will 
be betrayed to some purpose. I[ am 
glad to think that we can claim the 
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(has almost exactly corresponded to the 


increase of taxation levied to meet the 


special expenditure of the war. That is 


I supported this | 


a very remarkable and an _ unsatis- 
factory state of affairs. I hope that by 
the repeal of this corn tax a stimulus 
will be given to those economical ten- 
dencies which | was glad to hear the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer express. 
In regard to this tax, | think we are 
entitled to ask, in view of what has been 
said since the Budget was introdueed— 


Is this tax to be made a permanent part 


late and present Chancellors of the Ex- | 


chequer on our side. 


been very remarkable. The total increase 


The increase in the | 
normal expenditure of this country has | 


of the fiscal system of the country, or 
is it not? If it is to be made a 
permanent part of the fiscal system, 


why take it off now? You have 
the machinery for collecting the 
tax. It is always an expensive thing 


to establish machinery for collecting a 
new tax. If you are going to inipose 
the tax next year, why take it off now? 
It seems to me that is not a very wise 
or sensible thing to do. I hope we have 
seen the last of the tax upon food. My 
right hon. friend behind me said he 
wished to see the corn tax imposed and 
maintained because it was the single and 
only weapon against other countries as 
a means of retaliation. Well, that is a 
fallacy which I should have thought was 
exploded by now, but it appears that it is 
still held by many people. In the first 
place, it seems to me thatit is a mean and 
mistaken motive to suppose that one 
country should profit by the loss of 
another. That is why these retaliatory 
tariffs are such afruitfulsource of national 
animosity. One country cannot profit 
by the loss of another. If you sell you 
must buy, and if they buy from you 
they must sell to you. Lord Beacons- 
field said that the best means of fighting 
hostile tariffs was by free imports. 
[Cries of “ No.”’] I think Lord Beacons- 
field said that. [Cries of ‘*No.”] Any- 
how, Sir, as regards retaliation Sir 
Robert Peel, in 1842, said— 

“Tt is for the interest of this country to buy 
cheap whether other countries will buy of us. 
or not. We have a right to exhaust all means 
to induce other countries to do us justice, but 


if they persevere in refusing, the penalty is on 
us if we do not buy in the cueapest market.” 


Therefore, evidently, Sir Robert Peel was 


against all retaliatory duties, and the 
experience we have seen in foreign 


of the normal expenditure of the country | countries shows that he was entirely 


Mr. Beckett. 
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right. 
engaged in a war of tariffs for three years, 
and so far from coming to a business 
arrangement, the wall of tariffs only 
appears to have been built higher than 
ever. I do not wish to discuss this 
question any further. I wish to point 
out, and I think it is the feeling of 
a great many on this side of the House, 


that we have drifted into an impossible | 


position. The members of the Govern- 
ment have been speaking with different 
minds and different voices, until we are 
in a state of absolute bewilderment. It 
seems to me that when any member of 
the Government speaks or writes now, 
he will have to preface his remarks by 
saying, ‘ Without prejudice.” The 
Colonial Secretray has announced a great 
policy, which is hailed and acclaimed 
by a great many people as the greatest 
act of statesmanship to be found in the 
annals of this country, and on the other 
hand, the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
tells us that that policy is detrimental to 
the interests of the country. Was the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer speaking for 
himself or for the Government ? 


Sik HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): Hear, hear! that is the point. 


Mr. BECKETT: What is the Party 
to do? We look to this Bench for 
light and guidance (pointing to the 
Treasury Bench), and the only person 
who can clear up the present situation is 
the Prime Minister himself. We are 
entitled to demand from the Prime 
Minister a clear and accurate expression 
of his views in such a crisis as this. It 
will not do for him to remain secluded 
and wrapped in philosophic doubt. 
What are the questions we are asked 
to consider? Are we asked to con- 


sider a _ principle, and if so, what 
principle? Is it the principle of 
free trade as against protection? That 


has been argued out fifty years ago, 
and we do not require time to consider 
it. If we are asked to consider a 
plan, then I say produce your plan ; let 
us have something to consider. This 
question cannot be hung up for two 
years. You cannot throw a bomb-shell 
into the middle of the industries of this 


country, and expect people to go on with | 


their business as usual, waiting to see 
when and where it will burst. Whether 
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this proposed change is calculated to 
_accomplish eventually good or evil, at 
all events there will be a most immense 
dislocation of the trade and commerce of 
the country, and in view of that change 
there wll be disturbance and uncertainty 
everywhere. That uncertainty ought 
not to be prolonged ; and the Party have 
a right to demand from the Prime 
Minister that at the earliest opportunity 
he will give a clear expression of his. 
views on the subject. 


*Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR (Lan- 
cashire, Radcliffe): The greater part of 
the reasons that may be urged against 
the corn tax has not been before us 
| to-day—the etfect, namely, of the tax on 
other taxes and on national policy. No 
one has ever pretended, so far as | know, 
that this corn tax, so far as it has been 
imposed, has been very severely felt. 
The reason why we objected to it was 
because it was the thin edge of a thick 
wedge which was to be driven by the 
sledge-hammer, not wielded by the late 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, but by 
other hands, into our national prosperity 
and national unity. Some of us believed, 
two years ago, when the sugar tax was 
imposed that that was the beginning of 
a fiscal policy of retrogression, and 
that feeling was strengthened last year 
when this small tax was put upon the 
| food of the people. The late Chancellor 
of the Exchequer then—and we knew 
that he was genuine, we believed in his 
intention though not in his action—denied 
that the tax would have a protective 
effect. I think he must now admit that 
some of us were right when we then said, 
as we do now, that this tax would be 
used by other people for another and a 
more sinister purpose. We have heard 
to-day that this tax was very very small, 
that it was a mere litt!e thing, and the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Sleaford has, in tones of indignation, 
told us that he has been wasting his 
eloquence inside and outside Parliament 
in strongly defending the tax. It is a 
very sad spectacle to see such a right. 
hon. Gentleman as the Member for Slea- 
ford and his friends wasting their 
| eloquence, but I am sorry that they have 
not a better object on which to expend 
it. But the right hon. Gentleman has 
no right to complain. The late Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer last year 
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warned him over and over again 
that though the natural sequence of 
the tax might appear to be protec- 
tion, it was not intended in that sense 
at all) The late Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer has never denied what the 
present Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
admitted to-day, that the burden of the 
tax, whether large or small, falls on the 
consumer. It was intended as a step in 
the “broadening of the basis of taxa- 
tion.” This was a broadening which we 
opposed because it put an additional 
burden upon certain backs in the 
country. I was glad to hear the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer say to-day that 
his greatest reason of all for abolishing 
it was because it was a burden that fell 
on the weakest backs of all. That is 
the reason why some of us have, in and 
out of season, always protested with all 
our strength against this tax on the 
poorest ot the people. It is a tax 
which falls with peculiar severity on 


those with small incomes—men like agri- | 


cultural labourers whose total incomes 
may be only £40 to £45 a year; and 
those inhabitants of large cities like 
the dockers in London, whose work 
is very insecure, and who, when they 
have paid their heavy rents, have 
nothing left over the margin of subsis- 
tence. This is an argument which must 
weigh with allsympathetic men. But the 
Colonial Secretary knows better than 
that. He says that this tax has not 
fa len on anybody in this country. He 
alleges that this “ shilling duty was met 
by a reduction of price and freights in 
the United States, and did not in any 
way fall on the consumer here.” Why 
then, repeal it? Why not double and 
treble it instead? Why not go on 
increasing the taxes ad libitum? Why 
should we not go on levying duties on a 
sufficient number of articles to make 
foreigners pay all our national expenses ? 
If so, 1 do not see why the Old-Age 
Pension scheme should stop at a 
niggardly Ss. a week to begin at sixty- 
five years of age’ Why not start with 
a pension of £10 a week beginning at 
‘twenty-one years of age? No, Sir; in 
spite of the Colonial Secretary, no one 
really believes the theory that we can 
levy tribute on other nations by im- 
posing duties on ourselves. Such a 
mistake is only possible where the 


Mr. Theodore Taylor. 
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tax, as in this case, is a small tax on an 


|article of large consumption. The 
/moment you increase the scale you 


s' ow the fallacy of the argument. Be- 
cause a small tax on a large consumption 
has not done much direct mischief, it 
does not follow that the principle is 
sound. If a little blood is lost by a 
pin-prick and no harm i: done, it does 
not follow that continual blood-letting is 
innocuous. ‘The only clear line to draw 
is no duty or some duty. Every little 
helps. Once you start a tax, which by 
being made larger becomes obviously 
protective, you open the door to the 
man who demands protection under the 
name of free trade. 

I do not know of any cause which has so 
much to complain of from its professed 
friends as free trade. I have rarely heard 
of a man who was avowedly Protectionist. 
A man always advocates a tax which will 
lead to protection because it is such 


‘good free trade that he wants to get it 


as a weapon to force other people to act 
contrary to what they believe to be 
their interest. I do not believe that a 
corn tax or any other tax will compel 
other nations to act contrary to what they 
believe is their own interest. Surely the 
late Chancellor of the Exchequer must 
have found by this time that once yon 
give way on a matter of principle you 
have no principle at the back of you when 
you desire to resist further encroachments 
in the direction of protection. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Sleaford referred tu “two most deserving 
and depressed industries.” If this 
principle was to be extended how many 
other industries should we hear of as 
deserving and depressed? I am a Free 
Trader and I believe that a corn tax is the 
very last tax which it was thought could 
be imposed in the interests of protection. 
I ama woollen manufacturer, and if public 
money is to be spent in the interests of 
various trades, I should speak for a share 
of it for my own trade. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Sleaford 
says that capital will be lost as a 
result of the repeal of the corn tax. 
The right hon. Gentleman says that 
industrie: were started as a result of the 
tax which will now disappear. We know 
of other countries where large industries 
have been built up in absolute depend- 
ence upon duties originally levied tor 
revenue only, and which to this day are 
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carried on solely by protective duties 
at the expense of the consumers there. 
Protection grows by what it feeds upon, 
and the ultimate effect of keeping on a 
tax like this is the very best reason for 
opposing it. I frankly admit that its 
effect on the cost of living hitherto has 
not been very great. I do not think 
anything is to be gained by exaggerating 
that. But although it is not great in 
amount, the principle is admitted and 
laid down that we could interfere with 
articles of prime necessity for the sake of 
revenue. What has actually been the 
effect of the corn tax itself on the 
farming industry? We have heard from 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer that 
our agricultural rivals in Denmark, 
Holland, and Germany, have profited by 
the importation of cheap offals sent from 
this country in order to get the drawback. 
Not only have they had that advantage 
but a large amount of offals formerly 
sent to this country from America 


and elsewhere has been diverted to 
Denmark, Holland, and Germany; 
and that helps in the production 


of butter, cheese and eggs, and in 
that way enters into competition 
with our own agricultural producers. 
I know that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Sleaford would say that if 
farmers in this country are losing by con- 
tinental competition, a duty should be 
put upon the produce of the competing 
countries. That is the real secret of the 
whole business. Once you begin you 
cannot stop. There is no dividing line of 
principle between high duty and low duty. 
The only dividing line is between a duty | 
and no duty. 


The great argument for the aboli- 
tion of the corn duty, next to what I 
may call the humanitarian argument, 
is the argument that the corn duty 
and all such duties tend more or less to 
increase the cost of living, and, therefore, 
the cost of the production of every com- 
modity. If there is any country that 
cannot bear the great burden of Pro- 
tection it is this country, because we 
have toimport a larger part of our food 
than any other country in the world. 
Belgium is the only other country that 
does not produce nearly all the cereals it 
requires. We cannot produce in this 
country all the food we require. We, 
must buy it with our own manufactures, | 
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and if we increase the cost of livin 
increase the cost of every kin 


we 

of 
man 
is to be impoverished—which I believe 
no hon. Member desires — we must 
give him extra wages to pay for 
the extra cost of living. But if the 
prices of the manufacturer are raised 
his trade is lessened, and by and by 
wages will be lower in consequence of 
the very artifice which was intended to 
This principle of free trade 
is not a worn-out shibboleth. Our op- 
position to the corn tax does not 
represent a worn-out shibboleth. We 
do not advocate free trade to-day because 
it was good for us in 1846, but because 
it is a national necessity of 1903. It is 
no worn-out shibboleth that corn is the 
raw material for many trades ; that corn 
is a food of animals; that bread is the 
staff of lie. It isno worn-out shibboleth 
that in raising the cost of living you 
must impoverish the worker. ‘That is 
as true to-day a8 it was in 1881, when 
the present Colonial Secretary summed 
up the matter by saying that— 

‘* A tax on food would mean a decline in 
wages, because the same amount of money 
would have a smaller purchasing power. It 
would bring about the loss of that gigantic 
export trade which the industry and energy of 
the country, working under conditions of 
absolute freedom, had been able to create.” 

We have had a speech from a 
Lancashire Member representing an 
industrial constituency advocating a 
corn tax. [also represent a Lancashire 
industrial constituency, and that con- 
stituency returns me for the purpose of 
opposing as strongly as I am able a 
policy which I believe is bound not only 
to injure agriculture and the manufac- 


|turing interests of this country, but 
which I believe will be the apple of discord 


between the colonies and the mother 
country. We must never forget that 


the product of one industry is the raw 


material of another, and that labour is 
a raw material of all industries. So 
whatever we tax [ trust in future that 
tax will not be in the nature of a tax 
upon raw material, but a direct tax on 
the possessors of incomes. 


Mr. HARDY (Kent, Ashford), who was 
indistinctly heard, was understood to say : 
The conduct of the Government in this 
matter has put us in a more embarrassing 
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position than we were a litgle while ago, 
when the Budget was introduced. We 
have looked to the members of the 
Government for light and leading on large 
questions of policy which we have to set 
before our constituents, and those of us 
who are not! eloquent are perhaps accus- 
tomed to take too much of our speeches 
from the arguments of right hon. Gentle- 
men on the Front Bench, and I can assure 
them that the arguments have been in 
many cases a perfect banquet to our con- 
stituents, to whom they have been most 
agreeable. When listening to the argu- 
ments addressed to the House this even- 
ing by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, I thought 
they should be divided into two classes, 
one of which would have been more 
appropriate last year when the tax was 
instituted, than now when the tax has 
been in existence for more than a year. 
If the right hon. Gentleman could have 
imagined that the tax was going to be a 
burden on the poorest of the poor of this 
country, this tax ought never to have 
been imposed. While in regard to 
new argumeuts applicable to the new 
policy, | confess | think the right hon. 
Gentleman's speech is rather bare of any 
facts that we can take back to our con- 
stituents as arguments in favour of a 
reversal of policy. One of the arguments 
we could scarcely use again, and that 
was that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had to call the tax a permanent tax, other- 
wise the people of the country would 
not carry on their business in the usual 
way and he would not get his income. | 
am quite sure the right hon. Gentleman 
who sits below me would not abuse his 
position by an argument of that 
character. When he said he regarded 
this tax as a permanent tax we were 
justified in going down to the country 
with the arguments we did. We have 
to remember the arguments that were 
addressed to us last year, such as that 
put forward by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Postmaster-General, who said 
he would be very much surprised if in 
that dim and distant future, when 
hon. 
Government Benches, any of them would 
favour the repeal of this corn tax. The 
rea! fact is that this tax has nothing to 
do with the matter at all. It is a ques- 
tion of competition. If we wanted an 
argument, the last which fell from the 


Mr. Hardy. 
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Chancellor of the Exchequer would be 
the best we could have for the continua- 
tion of this tax, because he told us that 
the tea tax put on two years ago had 
not injured the consumers in the 
slightest. Therefore we come to this 
curious condition of things: that where 
we have an article produced mostly by 
this country we should keep on the duty 
because the producer pays it, and if we 
have an article produced mostly by a 
foreign country we remit the tax 
because it is paid by the consumer. 
I confess I cannot see how you are going 
to make a distinction. If it is so clearly 
proved that in the tea duty the producer 
and not the consumer had to bear the 
burden, as was evidenced by the facts put 
forward, we may apply the same argu- 
ments to the case of corn. I think that 
we humble followers of the Government 
are put in a very unfortunate position 
by our leaders, but I do not wish to dwell 
upon that. We have not heard the 
weighty arguments which should have 
been addressed to us, especially in view 
of the larger question that is looming 
before us so immensely at the present 
moment. It was impossible for me to 
allow the debate to pass without entering 
my protest against the conduct of His 
Majesty’s Government. I hope the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Sleaford 
will not proceed to a division on his 
Amendment at this particular moment, 
because it is directed against the Finance 
Bill itself. In many points I support 
that Bill. I helped to vote the money 
for carrying on the affairs of the Fmpire 
for which the Budget Bill is essential. I 
do not think it would be wise to vote 
for the rejection of the Bill. Fortunately 
the Bill itself brings the issue clearly 
before us, as in the first clause we have 
an opportunity of giving our opinion 
whether we wish it to stand, and on that 
point I am perfectly prepared to give my 
vote against the repeal of this tax. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire, 
St. Albans) : It is quite distressing to hear 
one speaker after another get up in this 
House, and attack the great and dis- 
tinguished men on the Front Bench, just 
as if they were a row of dolls put there 
to be thrown at. There is hardly a 
person in this House, wherever he sits, 
who has not had something to say against 
the Government in criticism of their 
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conduct. I shall not venture to do any- 
thing of that kind. I ama most servile 
follower, and if I could only find out 
what they are after, I would follow it, 
but the more I listen the more confused 
I become. Whether it was in conse- 
quence of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer’s oratory not being of that 
pellucid character that he generally 
displays, or whether it was that he was 
so confused as not to be able to distin- 
guish between himself and the Cabinet 
to which he belongs, that he succeeded 
in confusing one of his humble followers, 
I cannot say. 
make out that he gives a very different 
reason now for removing this tax than he 
did before. Then it was that these 
duties were liable to misapprehension. 
Now it is that this tax has injured the 
farmer, it has hurt the miller, it has ground 
down the poor, and it has been paid by the 
wretched and unhappy consumer of this 
country, and not by the foreigner. 
But when did he find out that his pro- 
posals were so mischievous and were 
ruining the country? Not content with 
introducing this mischievous measure 
as a temporary reason for raising money, 
he went on to say, “it isso good that 
we will make it permanent.” The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer first said it 
was a most splendid thing, but he now 
finds out that it is perfectly mischievous, 
and is going to hurt the consumer. 
Has he not read the Colonial Secretary’s 
letter? I wish these great men would 
make up their minds before they come 
down to the House. If we are to hang 
let us all hang together. What am I to 
dot I godown to my constituents and 
tell them exactly what I am told, but 
when [ tell them one thing one day, and 
then tell them another thing another 
day, I am afraid that melancholy results 
may follow, and that there is a chance of 
the House being deprived of the in- 
estimable privilege of seeing me one of 
its Members. I cannot help saying one 
thing about the paper which the right 
hon. Gentleman read while you were for | 
a moment absent from us. 
important, but I think it would have 
been much more satisfactory if he could 
have distinguished between the part 
which was his own, and that which was 
the Cabinet’s. Valuable as his views 
are, it would be still more valuable if we 
could find out those of the Cabinet. 

‘ 
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What we want is a disclosure as to the 
future—to know what they are going 
to do; whether they are going to support 
the views which the Colonial Secretary 
has put forward, or whether they are 
not. I am going to support those views 
when the Colonial Secretary does put 
them forward, although I cannot give 
the House my reasons now. I should 
like to know whether the Cabinet are 
going to support the right hon. Gentle- 
man, because it would be interesting to 
get some definite statement from them 
of their views. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
Clock, the debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


FINANCE BILL. 

Order read for resuming adjourned 
debate on Amendment to Question [9th 
June], “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Which Amendment was— 


“To leave out from the word ‘That,’ to 
the end of the Question in order to add the 
words, ‘ This House considers that the financial 
policy of His Majesty’s Government, in the 
remission of indirect taxation imposed only 
last year for purposes of a permanent character, 
involves a needless and injurious disturbance 
of trade and a serious loss to the Revenue, 
without substantial relief to the consumer ; 
and that, if any remission of indirect taxation 
is considered necessary by His Majesty’s 
Government, such remission ought to be mad= 
bya reduction of the duties proposed to be 
levied on tea or other articles of general con- 
sumption,’ ”—(Mr. Chaplin.) 


Question again proposed, “That the 
words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


Debate resumed. 


*Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, E. 
Toxteth) : The Amendment we have been 
discussing to-day has been rather over- 
shadowed by certain larger issues which 
have come before us, and by certain 
dramatic, almost catastrophic develop- 
ments which have taken place this after- 
noon. As a consequence, the question of 
the corn tax which was imposed last year 
by the Government, important as that 
departure was in their fiscal policy, does 
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not hold to-day the same prominent posi- 
tion in our minds that it did some time ago. 
Even though the interest in that tax has 
to a certain extent dwindled, a humble 
supporter of the Government, even if he 
sits below the Gangway—a position ordin- 
arily associated with considerable inde- 
pendence—must yet find a _ certain 
difficulty in knowing what course to 
pursue. But I belong to a small, though 
perhaps fortunate, group of Members 
sitting on this side of the House who are 
in the position that whether we vote for 
the Amendment or against it, we shall 
not be guilty of any inconsistency. I 
was not in the House when the corn tax 
was imposed, and did not directly share 
the responsibility for its impositioa, but 
I took, at the time of my election to this 
House, a certain position upon the ques- 
tion of the free import of food and raw 
materials into the country. Without 
any inspiration, official or otherwise, I 
placed in the forefront of my address a 
statement to the effect that I considered 
the free entry of food and raw materials 
into our ports a prime necessity for our 
industrial population. In taking up that 
position I had in mind that we were 
dealing in England, not with a new and 
undeveloped country, but with an old 
country, a highly-organised community, 
and a densely-populated one, which has 
grown up during the last fifty years on the 
basis of a free entry of food for our 
industrial population, and of raw materials 
for our manufactures. Therefore, I can- 
not say that I hailed with particular 
enthusiasm the corn tax when it was 
first established. I still feel very strongly 
that we cannot play tricks with a country 
like England. In a_highly-organised 
community, with an industrial population 
closely crowded together, we must not 
treat that community as a subject for 
experiment, but rather for delicate and 
careful fiscal treatment. But when the 
motive of the tax was fully explained by 
the late Chancellor, and we were assured 
it had nothing in it of a protective charac- 
ter, that it was meant simply for the 
purpose of broadening the basis of our 
taxation, forming a permanent part of our 
fiscal system, and contributing something 
towards the onerous expenditure of the 
war in South Africa, and further, that 
the tax itself was one almost infinitesimal 
in its character, I felt with many others 
on this side that it was a tax which might 
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very well form a permanent part of our 
fiscal system. But though I felt that, I 
further felt that there might be a certain 
danger even in the introduction of the 
principle of taxing the food of this country, 
though in so moderate a form, a principle 
which once established tends to develop. 
This lends itself to the protection 
of particular industries, and we cannot 
protect one industry without sooner or 
later being faced by a demand to protect 
them all. From that point of view I 
feel that we have to go warily in this 
matter, particularly as this country and 
the Empire rely in a peculiar degree 
upon its shipping and carrying trade. 
The question of the free entry into our 
ports of food and raw materials is one 
which cannot possibly be dissociated from 
the prosperity of some at any rate of our 
leading manufacturing and industrial 
activities, and foremost amongst those 
I should place the shipping trade, which 
admittedly, whatever may be said about 
other trades in the country, has achieved 
a position of permanent prosperity 
under the free trade system which has 
enabled this country to secure the carry- 
ing trade of the world, and above all has. 
furnished the one link on which the 
Empire must rely for cohesion—control 
of the seas and the maintenance of free 
and open communication between the 
different parts of the Empire. When I 
think of the position of the Empire and 
its possibilities | feel that in comparison 
with this question of our mercantile 
marine and the control of the seas all 
questions of a fiscal character as between 
one part of the Empire and another must 
take a subordinate place. I do not 
consider the tax is of a protectionist 
character. It is so minute that it is 
impossible to say by whom it is paid. 
But it is moonshine to say that it is 
paid by nobody. A burden of 4 per 
cent. on any industry must be borne by 
somebody. If in this particular case a 
certain amount falls upon the producer. 
a certain amount upon the railway com! 
panies, and a certain amount upon the 
consumer, that is not an argument that 
a considerable increase of the tax would 
not mean a very serious burden upon 
the great consuming public. A sugges 
tion has been made by the Colonial 
Secretary that this duty has. been paid 
by the railway companies of the United. 
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States of America. My point is that 
this isnot a duty on wheat alone, but 
that it is also a duty on barley, oats, and 
maize, and I find that in 1902 the 
amount of oats, barley and maize im- 
ported into this country does not fall 
far short of the amount of wheat 
and flour. I find we draw from 
Russia, Roumania, Bulgaria, Turkey, 
the United States of America and the 
Argentine; that we import a_ total 
quantity of 191,000,000 cwt. of wheat- 
flour and feeding stuffs into these 
islands, and that of that quantity only 
24,000,000 ewts., or one-eighth of the 
whole, comes from British dominions 
beyond the sea. That shows that one 
fact not to be overlooked in the dis- 
cussion of this matter is the large 
source of supply from which we 
draw our food, and perhaps also 
the importance of keeping the area as 
wide as we can make it. Looking at 
those figures as a whole we can surely 
come to this conclusion: that any 
remission of this duty such as_ has 
been proposed, or such as was at one 
time contemplated, to allow for the free 
admission from British dominions beyond 
the seas would have been of a much 
more trifling character than would be 
imagined by many who looked on this as 
a tax on food and flour alone. 


We have had an interesting discussion 
to-day as to the motives of the Govern- 
ment for repealing this tax. Though I was 
not in the House at the debates on the 
imposition of this tax, I have come to 
the conclusion that every argument that 
has been brought forward in favour of 
the repeal of this tax was clearly an 
argument against its imposition. I must 
on that point, which is the only one in 
which I agree with him, associate myself 
with the right hon. Member for Sleaford, 
who said these arguments about the 
unpopularity of the tax and all the other 
arguments in favour of its repeal were 
arguments against its imposition. But I 
do not want to bring vinegar to wounds 
already bleeding sufficiently. Certainly 


my reading of Parliamentary history does 
not recall so extraordinary a position 
as that in which we are now placed. I 
could say a good deal on this subject, 
but that is not my business. I do 
not think it is the duty of a supporter 
of the Government to do what has 
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been already so effectively done by the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite. If the 
repeal of this duty is a matter of party 
tactics ; if it is done because the Govern- 
ment thought it was unpopular in the 
country, then it is an expression of the 
greatest futility and ineptitude. I can- 
not believe, although it has been stated, 
that this is the real motive that lies 
behind the repeal of this tax. But then 
I am confronted with this difficulty, that 
on fiscal principles its repeal is equally difti- 
cult to understand, because the late Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, and I think the 
present Chancellor of the Exchequer, are 
not indisposed to admit that this tax, 
small in its character and innocuous in its 
results, furnished £2,500,000 to an Ex- 
chequer which sorely needed it, and was 
one that might very well be retained in the 
fiscal system of the country. So I have 
been driven into the region of surmise, 
and where all is mysterious on the 
Treasury Bench a certain amount of sur- 
mise below the Gangway is possibly per- 
missible. I have endeavoured to put the 
most favourable construction on the 
action of the Government in repealing 
this tax—a construction which I think 
is borne out by the speeches of the Prime 
Minister and by certain indications of a 
personal character which speak volumes 
to those who can read between the lines 

It appears to me that what has happened 
is possibly this—that the Cabinet under 
the spell of a certain dominant will have 
found themselves confronted with the 
necessity of placing, sooner or later, 
before the country a much larger issue 
than the question of the corn tax, and 
some conscientious Member of the 
Government, who is determined that 
this great question, if it is to be fought 
out, should be fought out free of pre- 
judice, has laid it down in the Cabinet 
that they should go to the country on 

the large issue of preferential tariffs free 
of the encumbrance of this small and 
innocuous tax, and that the question 
should not be prejudged in any way by 

the imposition or retention of such a 

tax. If that construction be correct, ali 

I can say is that it is heroic, but t is not 

pnesilindaliiine. Still, 1am prepared to 

support the Government in the repeal 

of the tax because | believe some sucii 

consideration as that is moving in their 





minds, or, at any rate, in the minds 
of some Members of the Government. 
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In any case, if we are to fight over the 
battles of fifty years ago, and to be 
confronted with the phantoms of 
the 40’s and the 50's, it is better 
that we should get rid of all 
superfluous baggage, all preconceived 
notions and ideas in regard to our fiscal 
system, and go to the task with un- 
biassed minds and unfettered judgment. 


We are told by the Prime Minister that 
this question of preferential tariffs is one 
for discussion ; by the Colonial Secretary 
that it is one for discussion and decision ; 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer that 
itis one for inquiry and condemnation. 
It is somewhat difticult amid these 
discordant voices to know exactly where 
we stand, and what to expect. It is 
absolutely futile to say that the Colonial 
Secretary in his famous speech at Bir- 
minghamspokeonlyforhimself. He made 
no pretence about it. He said distinctly 
that the Government were going to the 
country on this issue. Howcould that 
be taken mere'y as an expression of 
personal and academic opinion? This 
issue cannot be much longer delayed. 
We shall have to come to a decision, 
whatever may be the reluctance of the 


leaders of the Unionist Party to make | 


the plunge, and it is a decision to which 
there has been no parallel since Cesar 
bade his legions cross the Rubicon. 
are bound to face this matter out. 
Nothing is to be gained by con- 
cealing the difficult position in which we 
stand, and, so far as I am concerned, I 


shall approach the consideration of this | 


great question of free trade and 
Imperial unity with an unbiassed mind. 
I am not ‘a free trader”; | am 
“a convinced free trader.” I am not a 
free trader in the sense of looking upon 
free trade as a party badge, or a flag 
to be flaunted before the country. Iam 


a free trader because the argunients | 


which support the doctrine of free 
trade carry conviction to my mind, and 


because I believe the prosperity of this | 
in great measure been | 


country has 
built up on the free imports we receive. 
When we are asked, as we shall be by 
this larger issue, to modify these ideas, 
and possibly to incur economic loss for 
the sake of Imperial gain, I shall 
hold it to be my duty, as it will be the 
duty of every citizen of this great 
Empire, to approach the question in a 
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spirit, not of Party, but of the deepest 
gravity, as one of the most vital issues 
that have ever been raised in our history, 
and, speaking for myself, it will require 
no ordinary argument, but all the 
debating force and intellectual keenness 
of the Colonial Secretary, tocarry to my 
| mind convictions adverse to those which 
T have always held. 





*Mr. TOULMIN: The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, in the stand he is now 
taking, may, I think, rely on thesolid 
vote of this side of the House. I do not 
know that we could have had a better 
summary of the arguments which in- 
| fluenced us last year in opposing the im- 
position of the tax than the reasons he 
has given us this afternoon in favour of 
itsrepeal. There is one question which 
appears to me to be of far greater 
importance than the mere question 
of the effect the shilling duty has 





had upon any individual or class 
in the country, and that is the 
question of our policy towards the 


colonies. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Sleaford commended 





the tax as being likely to cement 
the union between the mother 
|country and the colonies. We on 


| this side welcome the repeal of the tax 
because it will make more difficult any 
tinkering with our relationship with the 
colonies. I do not think our union with 
the colonies has shown any signs of decay, 

or any necessity for plastering, pointing, 

or cementing ; it is a union which rests 
on something very different from mere 
temporal fiscal advantages, or monetary 

reasons of any kind. To raise any such 
| question will bring up very delicate points 
| of colonial responsibility and self-govern- 
| ment. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
|is now entering upon a discussion of a 
| scheme of preferential tariffs. 

*Mr. TOULMIN: I wish merely to 
state that that is one of the reasons why 
| we on this side approve the repeal of the 
_tax. So long as it remained it was open 
| to be used and increased for such purposes. 
|A year ago I referred to the foot-print 
| outside the cottage door in Lancashire. 
| Thelate Chancellorofthe Exchequer would 
| have had us believe that that foot-print 
' would remain solitary, and that this tax 
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would remain at a shilling. What has price of bread. What they did, 
oceurred since then shows that the in- as I understand, was to put up 
stincts of Lancashire were right in object- the price of flour, as neigh- 


ing to an old doorway which had been 
built up being again opened, lest the old 
path should be pursued. It was not the 
fear of the burden the shilling might 
impose, but the fear of its growth, and if 
we had known as much as we now know, 
since the speech of the late Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, that fear would have been 
greater. What has the right hon. Gentle- 
man told us? That he has had to resist 
claims for colonial preferences with 
regard not merely to corn, but also 
to wine, tea, and sugar, so that even 
more dangerous than we knew was the 
road opened by this corn tax. What- 
ever may have been the reasons which 
influenced the Government, we on this 
side uphold the system of free trade 
because it enables us to select the best 
productions of nature and of man in every 
country, to bring them together here, and, 
by the labour and skill of our workpeople, 
so to manufacture, alter, and combine 
them that they are sold to advantage, not 
merely in the home market, but also in 
foreign and colonial markets. The repeal 
of the corn tax puts us again into the 
position of being able to say that that is 
our policy. The tax was said to enlarge 
the basis of taxation. It is because it en- 
larges the basis of taxation that we 
object to it. Enlarging the basis 


of taxation too often means increasing | 


the burden on the small wage-earners 


and the small annuitants and relieving | 


the burden on the classes above. 
Iam rather surprised that some of the 
facts connected with the tax are not 
recognised by those who object to its 
repeal. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Sleaford said that bread 
was sensibly lower in price, and that it 


had only been raised as an electioneering | 


move. It has been said that the price 
was put up by the Co-operative Society 
of Bury the week before the election, 
and lowered immediately after. Then, 
too, the Radical bakers of Bury were 


said to have raised the price before the | 


election, and to have lowered it after. 
That is a libel on their commercial 
smartness, and I certainly fail to see 
how a Liberal loaf at 33d. and a Tory 


electioneering cry. 


bouring societies had already done. It 
was done at an ordinary business 
meeting for business reasons, and the 
price has remained the same ever since. 
I should like to know where the price 
of bread is sensibly lower. I know of 
one place, Oldham, but that is simply 
due to the ordinary fluctuations, owing 
to the competition of neighbouring 
places. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Bristol said that if the 
price of bread had been affected it would 
have been affected universally. I do 
not quite follow that argument. If the 
tax had been a unit of price, 4s.. which 
about equals $d. on a four-pound loaf, 
it would have caused bread to rise a $d. 
all over the kingdom, but as it 
was only ls. it might be expected to 
raise the price in about one-fourth of 
the places in the kingdom, and, singu- 
larly enough, in the list of towns given 
in the Labour Guzette a rise of price is 
shown in seven places out of twenty- 
six. The price has risen more than a 
$d. in London, from 34d. and 43d. to 
4$d. and 5d. and in the face of that 
great rise in the chief city of the 
country the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Sleaford says the price of 
bread is sensibly lower. It has risen 
also in Bristol, Cardiff, Middlesbrough, 


| Newcastle, Dundee, and Belfast, which 


_which he attacks + 


may be taken as representative towns. 
But this question will not be of great 
importance in a few hours as the tax 
will be repealed. There will remain, 


_however, the great question of what 


does the repeal of the tax mean in refer- 
ence to the policy of the Government. 
The Prime Minister frequently speaks 
about our loyalty to ‘“‘out-worn formule.” 
We are entitled to know what are 
the out-worn formule to which he 
refers. What does he object to? What 
does he attack in the established policy 
of the country? Formule are summary 
statements of ascertained facts. What 
are the facts in regard to our commerce 
The quotation has 
already been made from Sir Robert Peel 


that the penalty is on us if we do not 
loaf at 3d. would have been a good | 


As to the Co-| the Prime Minister attack that formula ? 


buy in the cheapest market. Does 


operative Society, they did not alter the | I think we have the right to ask those 
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who are attacking the formule of free 
trade to define their position. How 
long are they going to remain on 
the fence? An inquiry has been 
spoken of, but how long will the 
country tolerate uncertainty in questions 
which touch the foundations of our 
national prosperity? I do not think 
there could be a greater impeachment of 
their patriotism than to suppose that 
the Government, or any member of it, 
will leave the country long in doubt as 
to their true policy. This tax will go, 
and it is going sooner than | expected. 
I welcome its disappearance, and | shail 
certainly rejoice to see the last of it. 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity): I desire to state shortly my 
reasons for supporting the policy of 
the Government as embodied in the Bill. 
In ordinary circumstances a supporter 
of the Government would content himself 
with recording his vote with them in 
the Lobby; but the circumstances of 
this case are rather peculiar. Nothing 
could be more satisfactory than the 
reasons given by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer for opposing the Amendment ; 
but those reasons, as I understand, are 
the right hon. Gentleman’s own personal 
convictions, and he was speaking in his 
own name, and not for the Government 
he represents. [Cries of “No, no!” ] 
At any rate that is what I understood. 
But utterances have been made by 
another Member of the Government 
which are entirely at variance with the 
views of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and which, although they are now said 
to be that right hon. Gentleman’s per- 
sonal opinions, may hereafter become 
those of the Government—just as much 
as the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s. 
He was rather surprised to hear that 
there was going to be an inquiry made 
by the Government. We are not told by 
whom the inquiry is to be made, or the 
nature of the inquiry, and a little further 
information on this subject from the 
First Lord of the Treasury would be 
extremely interesting to the House and 
very consoling to some of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s supporters. It cannot be 
the facts of the case that are to be 
inquired into, because all the facts as to 
the trade between this country and 
foreign countries and the colonies are 
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to be found in the statistical abstracts 
and reports of the Board of Trade, and 
inquiry can be made by any intelligent 
Member of the Government in the library 
in a very short time so far as the facts 
are concerned. Is it possible that the 
Government are going to inquire into 
principles? Is it possible they are going 
to bring down Professor Marshall or 
some other learned and discreet professor 
to inform them as to the principles that 
ought to be applied to these facts? I 
should have thought that all this was 
already well known to the Government, 
and that after an intelligent study of the 
facts they could have applied the prin- 
ciples of political economy to those facts 
and formed an opinion upon this 
important question. In the circum- 
stances, it becomes excusable in sup- 
porters of the Government not to 
content themselves with a mere vote in 
the lobby, but to express the grounds 
on which they give their most hearty 
and earnest support to the Bill now 
before the House. 


My own grounds are presented by tlie 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. I rejoice in 
the repeal of the corn tax, because, as the 
late Chancellor of the Exchequer has said, 
it is not only a tax capable of being 
misapprehended, but it has become the 
subject of misapprehension, and we 
cannot say now that the retention of 
this tax would be a mere question 
of a shilling duty on corn. We are 
face to face with the possibility of 
having this tax raised in accordance 
with a policy we cannot discuss in this 
Bill. We are in imminent danger—and 
it is avowed by the Colonial Secretary— 
of having the tax raised into a sub- 
stantial duty, which will raise the price 
of the people’s food, and in that case 
there is the question of who bears the 
tax? Notwithstanding}those nice little 
discussions about who feels the tax— 
whether it is the railway companies or 
the steamship owners, the American 
producer, the baker, or the corn seller, 
who bears the cost—it will become, as 
is avowed by the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, a tax which will raise the 
cost of the food of the people. There- 
fore, suppose itis perfectly in order for a 
Member who cannot look with equa- 
nimity on the cost of the food of the 
people being raised, to give his reasons, 
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not only for abolishing this tax, but 
for asking the House to maintain its 
old principle in refusing to entertain the 
idea of laying on taxation which will 
materially increase the “cost of the 
necessaries of life. In former days such 
a proposition as I have stated would 
certainly never have been made in the 
House of Commons, where this principle 
was looked upon as a political axiom. 
I remember twenty years ago, when the 
idea of Imperial federation became pro- 
minent, this very question of the possi- 
bility of drawing more closely the colonies 
and the mother country was discussed, 
but all the discussion came to an end 
upon the discovery that it involved the 
necessity of taxing the food of the people, 
and for that reason it was at once pro- 
nounced to be impracticable. But we 
now live in days when obstacles which 
were a complete bar to the enterprise of 
our own predecessors are to be sur 
mounted, and the food of the people is 
to be taxed in such a manner as to 
increase its cost. Therefore I ask the 
House to allow me to state why I believe 
this to be a most disastrous policy, which 
neither the Government nor the House 
of Commons ought for one moment to 
entertain. My reason is that a tax upon 
food, however excellent its object, is one 
which the people of the United Kingdom 
in their present condition cannot pos- 
sibly endure. It is obvious there are 
some classes who can bearit. The rich 
could bear it, and, I think, what are 
called the middle classes, the traders and 
shopkeepers, and the lower middle classes 
could bear it, and possibly a great many 
of the working ‘classes, such as skilled 
workmen and artisans and members of 
the great trade unions. But the great 
mass of the labour of this country is un- 
skilled labour, unorganised, and very 
often ill-paid. 


Among the great mass of the people of 
this country there is such a thing as a | 
living wage. There is a certain number | 
of shillings per week which will suffice | 
for the support of an average workman | 
with an average family in average com- | 
fort. The necessaries which a man has to | 
provide with his wages are food, clothes, | 
and shelter. The cost of food and/ 
clothes is practically uniform all over. 
the country, but the cost of shelter is, 
very variable, and it cost more for shelter | 
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in London, for instance, than in Devon- 
shire. Therefore the minimum living 
wage varies in various parts of the country. 
It is greater in the towns and less in the 
country, but in every place there is a 
wage which would reasonably support 
an ordinary average family. How many 
workmen get that wage? That of course 
is a question of opinion, and the 
statistics available are not accurate 
enough to state it with positive accuracy. 
Nevertheless a very fair general con- 
jecture can be made, and it may be said 
that about two-thirds of the working 
people of the country get a living wage 
and one-third do not. [OPPOSITION cries 
of “ No, no!” 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): Two-thirds 
of the country. 


Sir JOHN GORST: The effect of 
raising the price of food would be to 
raise the standard of the living wage all 
over the country. The result would be 
that you would plunge a number of 
people who are now getting a living wage 
into the class of those who are not, and 
you would also press the people who are 
now not getting a living wage into still 
greater poverty and hunger. Immedi- 
ately you raise the price of food you will 
greatly increase the poverty and hard- 
ship, and misery among the people of 
this country. It is said that wages will 
rise—I have heard it stated, but I have 
never heard it proved. I think that if 
the Government will take Professor 
Marshall into their confidence, he would 
advise them that the raising of the 
price of food will not necessarily increase 
the rate of wages. Even if it were so, 
wages would not rise immediately. The 
people will have to fight for increased 
wages. What will be the condition of 
the rising generation meanwhile? If 
the House at the present time would 
realise the true condition of the children 
who went to their schools, they would 
be perfectly appalled at the degeneracy 
which is coming upon the people. The 
condition of the people of this country, 
and especially the condition of the 
rising generation, is such that, unless 
something is speedily done to improve 
it, we must make up our minds that 
this country will degenerate in physique. 
These are considerations which led me 
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to say that nothing will persuade me to | it this year. I cannot feel that there is 
be a party to such a tax on food as will | here a case of simple, honest conversion 
materially increase its price to the people on the part of the Government to the 
of this country. I would rather leave} principles of free trade. Language has 
Parliament than be a party to any such | been used and opinions have been ex- 
policy. Some people say in a sneering, pressed which make us ask and make it 
kind of voice, “ This is mere parochial- | impossible that we should not ask why is 
ism.” I believe it is true Imperialism. | it that the Government have decided to 
I cannot conceive anything more mad_repealthis tax? They speak with very 
and foolish than to attempt to found a different voices and we want to know, 
great Imperial Power upon a population | and nearly everybody who has joined in 
that is not healthy and strong and well the debate wants to know, why is it 
brought up. To my mind the true | that this tax is being repealed? If the 
course for Imperialists now to take is to| reasons given by the Chancellor of the 
set to work to mend the condition of the Exchequer were shared by his colleagues 
people of this country, and not to make | there could be no question about the 
it worse by putting taxes on food. | matter, for he says that the consumer 
When we have got a generation of| does pay, but there is another voice 
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children growing up that are healthy, 
properly fed, and properly taught, we) 
may hope to extend the great moral | 
empire of this country, and we may hope | 
that in the future the people of this 
country will be as glorious in the 
world as they have been in the past. 


which says that the consumer does not 
If the producer pays why should 


pay. 
the tax be repealed? It is pro- 
posed that there should be in- 
‘quiry. Inquiry might begin at this 


point, and we would like to hear the 


Colonial Secretary giving his reasons 


for believing that it is the producer and 


“not the consumer who pays this tax. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S8.): The 
House finds itself to-night in a very 
novel and extraordinary position. Those 
who sit on my side of the House have 
the pleasure of supporting the Govern- 
ment in accordance with the arguments 
which they addressed to the House a} 
year ago. Last year we had to oppose | 
the Government when they were pro-| 
posing this war tax, and this year we) 
find that like the savage king they are 
adoring what they burned and burning | 
what they adored. The Chancellor of | 
the Exchequer has repeated those) 
arguments with great force, and with 
an elaborate array of figures in order to | 
show that this tax would raise the price 
of bread and would press heavily upon 
the poor. It is true that the First 
Lord of the Treasury, in a speech made | 


a few days ago, had indicated that his 
reasons for repealing the tax were not. 
those which have been taken by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. But I do | 
not feel much anxiety on that account. 
It is a sort of rule of this House that a 
Minister must never confess that he has | 
made a mistake, and the First Lord is 
bound to tell the House that all the! 
reasons which compelled him to put on 
the tax last year induced him to repeal 


Sir John Gorst. 


| not operate at all. 


|Perhaps the right hon. Gentleman will 


also tell us whether if the beneficent 


| foreign producer pays the 1s. duty he 


will also pay a 2s. or a 5s. duty. If the 
consumer does not pay, the price does 
not rise, and if the price does not rise, 
where does the right hon. Member for 
Sleaford come in with his increased land 
cultivation and increased home-grown 
food supplies? We are told by the 
Colonial Secretary that one of the great 
advantages of having a tax upon food 
would be that a greater quantity of food 


| would be produced in this country, and 
that the difficulty we have in getting 


foreign food supplied would be to a large 
extent met. But it is clear that if the 


| price does not rise the motive the right 


hon. Member for Sleaford refers to would 
That appears to have 
struck the First Lord of the Treasury, 
because when he met the deputation he 
asked them what vuvir interest was if it 
was not in a protectionist tax. I think 
these questions are strictly relevant to 
the present debate, because if we are to 
repeal the tax we ought to be sure of 
the ground on which we repeal it. It 
is a question seriously and solemnly 
brought before us in a peculiar way. 
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We are asked to go back on what a} 
large majority of this House did a year 
ago, and if we are to make that change 
we ought to be sure of our position. 
We know the view of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, and we want to know 
the views of the other members of the 
Government. Is this done from elec- 
tioneering motives, or from the motives 
suggested by the hon. Member opposite ? 
May we have another reversion in the 
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know, at the Conference Canada asked 
a preference for food supplies, and in 
somewhat general terms the demand 
was supported by the other colonies. 
I will not discuss, after your ruling, 
whether that was a good thing or not ; 
that would carry me beyond the lines 
you have laid down. But it is im- 
portant that we should remember that 
it is the natural result of having a tax 
on food. So far this country stood on 





next year or two in the opposite 


sense? These are questions to which | 
we have had no answer. 

I think we are entitled, when 
reviewing the fiscal policy of the 
country, to know whether’ the 
decision is to be a final and 


permanent expression of the mind of the 
House. Now the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has repeated the arguments 
which were used last year on these 
benches against the tax. I will not 
repeat them. I am quite content to 
leave them as they were left by the 
right hon. Gentleman. But a remark 
fell from the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Bristol which seemed to me 
to be very important. He said that 
circumstances have changed since this 
tax was passed last year. They have 
changed. A good deal has happened 
since then of supreme importance to the 
issue before the House. May I call the 
attention of the House to some of those 
things which have happened since the 
month of June last year. In the first 
place there was the Colonial Conference. 
! remember it was indicated last year by 
my right hon. friend the Member for 
the Montrose Burghs, by my right hon. 
friend the Member for the Stirling 
Burghs, and by myself, that one of the 
reasons why we thought the corn tax, 
or any food tax, was a dangerous tax, 
was because it would immediately hold 
out the prospect of the colonies asking 
preferences for themselves. That was 
discussed at great length. and really one 
of the strongest arguments we ventured 
to put before the House then, was that 
the tax would give the food-growing 
colonies an opportunity of asking some 
benefit to themselves. Now that im- 
mediately happened. The Colonia] Con- 
ference was held about a month after 
the tax was imposed, and, as we all 


the principle not to tax food at all, and 
it was the answer that could be given to 
|any demand made by the colonies. 
| We stood on the broad basis that for 
| this country it was a matter of supreme 
importance to have the food of the 
orkers cheap, and, having regard to 
| that vital principle, that we should not 
|enter on the consideration of prefer- 
ential tariffs with them. But we have 
taxed food, and why should we not give 
them a preference. I think it is most 
dangerous to raise any expectation of 
that kind on the part of the colonies, 
and any Minister who, knowing how deli- 
cate is the position in which the colonies 
stand to us, goes out of his way to tempt 
the colonies in a matter of this kind, 
incurs a grave and serious responsibility. 


| 
| 
| 


|W 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


| A sufficient reason to us against the tax 
|is that it will lead to proposals of that 
kind, and if we continue to allow such 
expectations to be raised we shall be 
drawn into a system which would land us 
in fiscal confusion, which would deprive 
us of fiscal freedom, and which, instead 
of consolidating, would tend to the dis- 
integration of the British Empire. 
Another thing has happened since this 
time last year. Last year it was easy to 
give protection, but it was hard to stop it. 
There is no microbe so dangerous as the 
microbe of a protective tariff. It is like a 
moth in the thread of a garment. It 
spreads continually from one to another 
until you have it covered like a network. 
This is what has happened in Germany, 
France, and the United States ; and if we 
impose a tax on corn, how are we to resist 
the demand to impose a tax on meat 4 
If we are to give protection to the colony 
which produces corn, why not to the 
colonies which produce wine, tobacco, 
timber, or raw material like wool. Vested 
interests soon grow up which make it 
exceedingly difficult to recede from any 
protective tariffs you impose. We have 
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heard even now, in regard to this com- 
paratively small tax which was introduced 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Bristol as being non-protective 
in its character, that the millers have 
come to the Government and demanded, 
on the ground of their vested interest, 
that it should not be taken off. The 
stronger the vested interests become the 
more they form combinations with one 
another until at last the interests of the 
people are overborne by the combined 
interests of selfish grades. When this tax 
was proposed last year the question of 
raising the price of food was dealt with 
chiefly as it concerned the producer. The 
argument of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Bristol was that 
the food of the people would not become 
appreciably dearer. Now we _ have 
another argument brought forward. It 
is now admitted by the Colonial Secre- 
tary that the price of food will rise and 
that wages will rise in like proportion. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Though the right 
hon. Gentleman is in order in discussing 
the effect of taxation on food, he is not 
entitled to go into the general scheme 
suggested by the Colonial Secretary as to 
mutual arrangements with the colonies. 


Mr. BRYCE: I thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. I have not the slightest inten- 
tion of going into the question of pre- 
ferentia! tariffs. I wish to confine my- 
self entirely to the question of taxation 
on food. If it be true that a tax 
on food is followed by a rise in 
wages, one of the strongest arguments 
against the taxing of food is removed 
Those who argue that a tax on food 
will be followed by a rise in wages are 
giving powerful support to the Amend- 
ment. Therefore J am entit!ed to argue 
on the contrary that no evidence has 
been adduced to show that a rise in 
the price of food will be accompanied by 
a rise in wages, and there is no ground 
for believing that this will be so. That 
is an argument which I think is strictly 
relevant to the question before the 
House. What ground is there for be- 
lieving that a rise in the price of food 
will be accompanied by a rise in wages ? 
No argument has been given. I want 


to put to hon. Members what I believe 
is the only ground on which it can 
Mr. Bryce. 
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be maintained that a tax on food will 


be accompanied by a rise in wages. If 
you can imagine a country standing 
alone in the world where the workers 
work at a starvation wage and where 
the manufacturers are not exposed to 
the competition of other countries, [ 
admit that a rise in price of food will be 
accompanied by a rise in wages. It is 
perfectly clear that if they spend more 
in paying for food they will have to get 
larger wages or they will go to the 
ground altogether. That is the one 
kernel of truth which supports the view 
that a rise in the price of food will be 
accompanied by a rise in wages. But 
the case before us is totally different. 
In this country our people are not work- 
ing at starvation wages, and the country 
is exposed to competition. If the manu- 
facturer therefore is obliged to pay 
higher wages he will, in many branches 
of trade, be unable to make a profit as 
against foreign rivals. Therefore I say 
that, so far as logic and reason go, there 
is not the slightest ground for believing 
that in a country like England a rise in 
the price of food will necessarily be 
accompanied by a rise in wages. I think 
the argument is entirely the other way, 
and it rests with those who advance this 
startling proposition, which is opposed 
to the doctrine of the best economists, to 
prove that proposition. We have some 
experience in this matter. There was a 
time in this country when food was 
heavily taxed. Wages were far lower 
then than now [An Hon. Member “ Oh! 
oh!”] I will be glad if the hon. 
Gentleman who says ‘Oh! oh!” 
will refute the argument. Does the 
hon. Gentleman deny that wages 
were lower before 1846% Let us look 
abroad. We are told to look at Ger- 
many. We are told that protection 
there has had the effect of raising wages. 
Wages in Germany are much lower than 
in this country; and as to high wages. 
in the United States, protection has 
nothing to do with them. They are 
due to the excess of the demand for 
labour over the supply; and what is 
most remarkable in the United States 
is that food is free and cheap. The 
presperity of the United States is there- 
fore a testimony to free trade rather 


than protection. 
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I do not pretend that free trade 
is an axiomatic truth. Every propos- 
ition in politics is open to free 
discussion in the light of the changing 
circumstances of the time. I appeal, 
not to the venerable memories of Cobden 
and Bright, but to reason and common 
sense. I say that the more you interro- 
gate reason and common sense and 
experience the stronger will your con- 
viction be that the prosperity of this 
country has been largely due to free 
trade. It is by cheap raw material and 
cheap food that the condition of the 
working class has been improved, that 


our manufacturing industries have been 


built up, and that our shipping has 
become larger than that of the rest of 
the world. ‘Therefore, believing that the 
great source of our commercial prosperity 
is to be found in those principles, and in 
the experience of the last fifty years, I 


should hope that we shall have on this | 


occasion, on this vital issue, a very 
weighty, and, | would venture to say, 
an almost unanimous deliverance from 
this House. I have tried to state the 
new features of the situation which give 
the debate on the Budget of this year 
an even greater importance than the 
debate of last July. But there is one 


other point that increases that impor- | 


tance. It is the attitude taken up by 
the Government. I do not want to say 
much about the attitude of the Govern- 
ment, because I do not want to bring 
anything of a Party element into the 
discussion of an issue which is of such 
enormous importance. I do not want 
to say anything more as to the position 
o: the Government than was said by 
nearly every hon. Member opposite, and 
above all by the hon. Member for Cam- 
bridge University, who has stated the 
case with perfectly crushing force. He 
has said that the position is impossible. 
Then the hon. Member for St. Albans 
asked what is the Cabinet at? I will 


not speculate further, but where you | 


cannot explain the conduct of a body of 
men by any principles, you must explain 
it by persons. I can only suppose that 
there have arisen differences of opinion 
which obliged members of the Cabinet 
to hold directly opposite positions. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in those 
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what was his own mind, but that the 
Cabinet to which he belongs had nv 
collective mind at all. There seems 


‘to have been an arrangement that 


everyone is to go as he pleases; but 
there is to be an agreement only as 
to the desirability of an inquiry. [ 
should like to know when thisiaquiry is 
to be begun? How long is it to last ? 
Who is to conduct the inquiry? Is 
it to be by a Royal Commission, or a 
Select Committee of this House or 
what? I should have thought that 
the inquiry, if conducted at all, 
ought to have been conducted in the 
first instance by the Cabinet themselves, 
and in the next place by the grand 
inquest of the nation. But, if we cannot 
have the collective mind of the Cabinet, 
the next best thing to have is the mind 
of each individual member of the Cabinet. 


The Government, so far as we can 
perceive, appear to be irreconcilably 


'divided. -They are divided not upon 


small matters, those little differences of 


‘opinion in the Cabinet which are settled 


by compromise, but divided on a ques- 
tion which goes to the very foundation 
and roots of our whole fiscal system, I 
go farther and say that it goes to the 
reconstitution even of the Empire itself. 
I think that that is not only an unpre- 


'cedented thing, but a very dangerous 
| position. 


It is a position which cannot 
last. We must go forward. Out of the 
impenetrable gloom which covers the 
Treasury Bench there rises a spectre of a 
change which threatens the existence of 


| the country, which disquiets every trader 
‘and manufacturer, which has already 


disquieted not only the colonies but 
foreign countries, and which will leave 
us no peace until some settlement of it 
is reached. Upon the question of the 


/corn tax there is, so far as we know at 
| present, an irreconcilable difference of 
| opinion between members of the Govern- 


ment, and I venture to believe that 
when our proceedings of to-day are 
read in the newspapers to-morrow, there 
will be a sense of amazement over the 
whole of the country. Whatever we 
may hear to-day, and whatever difli- 
culties in which we may be placed by 
our own rules and forms of procedure 


words which he read out from the Table |in discussing thisfenormous question, I 
with so much emphasis, told us not only | think that the country will insist on 
\ 
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knowing what the mind of the Govern- | 
ment is, and whether the Government 
has any mind at all. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 1To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Ettiot, Durham) : 
The right hon. Gentleman who has just 
sat down has been engaged in struggling 
with a spectre conjured up by his 
imagination. I will not enter into that 
struggle, but confine myself to dealing 
with the four corners of the Bill 
before the House which, by the consent 
of every part of the House, contains 
the collective mind of the Govern- 
ment of which the right hon. Gentle- 
man has been in search. ‘This is a 
Bill of extreme simplicity; it is a 
Bill of extreme straight -forwardness. 
Hon. Members may be amused with 
that description of the Bill, but it 
is a character that might better be 
applied to it than to some of the 
past Budgets laid before Parliament. 
Look at the position in which the 
country finds itself. We have only 
just emerged from a great war in 
which we have been pouring out 
money like water, piling up taxes, 
and borrowing money in order to 
achieve that which, I think, was the 
object of every man in this country, 
victory for our arms, and success for our 
policy. That was the position we were 
in a year ago: whatis our position now ! 
By that expenditure we have achieved a 
victorious peace, we are now no longer 
pouring out money like water, we are 
not now in want of money, not engaged 
in borrowing money ; we are not now 
spending the Sinking Fund for paying 
off our debt ; we are no longer searching 
for every source of revenue: we are 
engaged in relieving the burden of the 
income Tax and in making reductions 
in the indirect taxation which falls so 
heavily on the people. We have heard | 
to-night some interesting and able 
speeches in support of the Government 
and the Second Reading of the Govern- 
ment Bill from this side of the House. | 
I am particularly alluding to the speeches 
of my right hon. friend the Member for 
the University of Cambridge and the 
hon. Member for the Toxteth Division 
of Liverpool. These speeches were made 
strongly in favour of the Bill. But I 
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heard also some hon. Members on my | 
Mr. Bryce. 





Bill. 


420 


own side of the House talking in a 
desponding and deprecating manner of 
the difficulty in which they are placed, 
because they find that they are support- 
ing this year a different Bill from that 
which they supported last year. I do 
not know that I am more thick-skinned 
than other people, but I have not found 
myself in any difficulty in that respect. 
The line I took last year is the line on 
which I take my stand today. 1 
described myself as a free trader, and | 
supported the Bill of last year as a free 
trader, but a free trader in want of 
revenue. We are paying off our 
debt, we have ceased to borrow, and 
I may say that a man who will not 
take a Budget in accordance with the 
facts of the day is no statesman at all, 
and does not deserve to be weighed in 
comparison with those who in the past 
arranged the financial system of the 
country. As a private Member, and as 
a free trader, I supported the Bill of 
last year, because it would draw revenue 
from all classes of the community, and 
the fact that it did so was a recom- 
mendation to me. To-day the position 
is changed, and we are taking off taxation 


so as to relieve the pressure on the 
poorer classes of the people. In 
supporting the corn tax last year I 


expressly disassociated myself from the 
attitude of my right hon. friends the 
Members for Sleaford and the Isle of 
Thanet, who are avowed protectionists. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: May I be permitted 
to state that when I supported the 
imposition of the tax last year I did so 
on the ground, which I repeated over 
and over again, of revenue, and not as a 
protectionist. 


Mr. ELLIOT: I am _ well aware 
that my right hon. friends were last 
year lying very low ; but a change has now 
taken place, and though I was able then 


‘almost to disregard the voices of the 


protectionists, I confess that I think we 
are living to-day in a somewhat different 
atmosphere, and that it behoves all those 
who agree with my right hon. friend the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and the 
right hon. Member for Cambridge 
University, and the hon. Member for 
Toxteth Division of Liverpool, not to be 
ashamed of our free trade colours. We 
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support this Budget, not only as repre- 
senting the convictions of the Govern- 
ment, but because they are our own 
personal convictions as to the course we 
ought to pursue in regard to this year's 
finance. There is every reason for con- 
sidering that the line taken by the late 
Chancellor of the Exchequer a year ago 
was the right line, and to expect that 
this almost imperceptible duty would 
fall into the position of the old registration 
duty. - But the position is not quite the 
same now. We have to look at the state 
of the case with which we have to deal. 
Gentlemen who were very quiet a year 
ago when they sat below the Gangway 
are far less quiet now. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Sleaford has 
stated that a shilling duty does not 
make much difference, but that you might 
increase it to four, or five shillings. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I beg pardon. I 
said nothing of the kind. The statement 
is absolutely incorrect in every particular. 
I am sure the hon. Gentleman does not 
wish to misrepresent me. What I did 
say was that I believed that if the tax 
remained on, in the course of time the 
small addition which the Colonial 
Secretary proposed the other night of 2s. 
might have been added without making 
the slightest difference. 


Mr. ELLIOT: I heard the right hon. 


Gentleman with my own ears; and 
I am within the recollection of the 
House. I understood the right hon. 


Gentleman to say that the matter had 
been looked into, and if even 4s. or 5s. a 
quarter had been asked—— 


Mr. CHAPLIN: Exactly the opposite. 
Mr. ELLIOT: I am delighted to 


hear it. I was, however, present at the 
reception of that deputation which the 
right hon. Gentleman voiced so admirably, 
and I can only say that the impression 
borne in upon my mind was that if I had 
myselfrisen on that occasion and proposed 
a duty of 4s., or 5s., or 10s., I would 
have been received with acclamation. I 
do not think that I would have been 
repudiated by my right hon. friend. 

Mr. CHAPLIN : I am sorry to appear | 
again, but the hon. Gentleman is making | 
such loose and reckless statements that I | 
am obliged, reluctantly, to intervene 
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once more and contradict what he said. 
If the hon. Gentleman had made any 
such proposition I would have repudiated 
it absolutely. What I said this after- 
noon was that if a tax of 4s. was imposed 
it would raise the price of wheat ; and 
that is exactly the opposite of what the 
hon. Gentleman has put into my mouth. 


Mr. ELLIOT: I am delighted to learn 
that my right hon. friend pledged himself 
to a shilling duty, and never meant to 
increase itin any way. If the right hon. 
Gentleman and his friends are not looking 
to an increase of this duty, why in the 
world are they so interested in this tax ? 
Why do they advocate and agitate the 
public in favour of taxation which is to 
bring them no benefit? My impression 
is that the reason of the great popularity 
attaching to the corn tax is the hope 
that it may lead to something else. 
Many hon. Gentlemen believe that if we 
have a protective duty on corn the transi- 
tion will be easy to other articles, from 
corn to butter, from butter to cheese, from 
cheese to bacon, and from bacon to mutton 
and beef, and then to articles of luxury. 
I ask hon. Members seriously to consider 
what this country is to gain or to lose 
by giving up its position as a country 
with cheap imports upon food. There 
are very different reasons for which 
import duties may be put on. There is 
the revenue reason, which is a good 
reason in many cases. The right hon 
Gentleman taunted us just now with 
having lately become converts to free 
trade. I repudiate that. 


Mr. BRYCE: I said converts to the 
principles advanced last year. 


Mr. ELLIOT: I think I have 
shown how the position this year 
is a different position to what it was 
last year. But, Sir, I was saying that 
although the levying of import duties 
for the sake of revenue appears to be a 
perfectly wise step, to levy them for the 
sake of keeping out commodities was a 
very different thing. 


Mr. BRYCE: Or for the sake cf 


giving preferences. 


Mr. ELLIOT: I rejoice in the free 
trade position which this country has 
held for so many years past. It is 
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a great and grand ideal that under 
the British Flag, wherever the Home 
Government has control, wherever in 
the United Kingdom, India, Gibraltar, 
Malta, or Hong-Kong, go where you 
will, the British subject of whatever 
colour he may be, can buy his com- 
modities at the market price. The 
market is under the Union Jack, and 
wherever it is under the control of the 
Home Government it is a free market. 


That is a thing to be proud of, and I | 


say it would be a mighty change if for 


that position we substitute another into | 
which artificial considerations might | 


enter and lose the free markets and 
privileges we now enjoy. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Where | 


do we enjoy a free market ? 


Mr. ELLIOT: A _ free market is a 
market to which everything may come 
free. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Where is 
that free market ? 


Mr. ELLIOT: I do not under- 
stand my hon. friend’s interruption. 
He must know that I referred to India, 
Hong-Kong, Malta, 


maintain that it is not so. 
stating facts, and it would be a con- 
siderable loss to this country if we 
gave up that ideal and _ substituted 
something else for the free markets that 
exist in the United Kingdom, India, and 
our Crown Colonies. The great bulk 


of the corn that comes into this! 


country, and under the present system 
is taxed to the extent of one shilling per 
quarter, comes from our fellow-subjects 
in Canada and other British colonies. 


I want to point out what the state of 


things really is. So far as the British 
colonies are concerned it was free, but 
now toll bars have been set up for 
revenue purposes. About £2,500,000 
was raised last year under this one shilling 
per quarter duty, and of that no less 
than £400,000 odd, in fact nearly 
£500,000, came from our British colonies. 
I do not know that I am concerned in 
knowing very elaborately who paysthetax. 
In the long run a very large proportion 


Mr. Elliot. 


and the Crown- | 
Colonies. It is fighting against facts to | 
I am now | 
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falls on the consumer. [ should not like 

'to say the whole of it does, but there 
_is £500,000 paid into the British 
| Exchequer. That money does _ not 
“drop like the gentle dew from heaven.” 
It comes out of the unwilling pockets of 
British citizens, and that is due to the 
toll bars which have been set up on the 
great ocean routes which would otherwise 
be free to productions for the British 
markets. It would be serious indeed if 
we made this system a matter of per- 
inanent policy, and in order to favour 
this land or that nationality, we made a 
great change and toll bars were to be 
|erected on the great ocean routes of 
| commerce. 


_ Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is now dealing with a 
subject outside the question before 
the House. 


Mr. ELLIOT: I admit, Sir, I was 
| going too far, but my point is that 
no less than nearly £500,000 raised 
under the Act we are pressing to repeal 
is contributed between the British 
' colonies and our own kingdom. I yield 
/to no one in my desire to promote, not 
only the prosperity and wealth of the 
kingdom, which means the wealth 
of the people, but the prosperity and 
unity of the Empire. This is, however, 
rather beyond my text. I should like 
to say one or two words about the 
position taken up by my right hon. 
friend behind me. There was some 
talk of an inquiry, but the idea was 
never entertained of a wild, roving 
‘inquiry, such as has been mentioned 
in the course of the discussion. [| 
‘imagine that what is contemplated is 
such an inquiry as is now taking place, 
and the more inquiry of that kind the 
better. I should like to associate my- 
self humbly with the prophecy of my 
right hon, friend the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. My right hon. friend stood 
there, and, looking forward into the 
future, said he felt that the more public 
‘inquiry there was the more the 
public would find that one of 
the main causes of the prosperity 
and power of this country lay 
in the fact that food and raw 
materials must remain cheap. That 
is the present view of the Government ; 
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and the more that the people inquire 
into this matter, the more they will 
find that the system advocated by Sir 
Robert Peel cannot lightly 
missed as of no account. I repeat that 
is the policy of the Government; it is 
the policy strongly recommended to the 
public and to the House, and I believe 
that the more it is considered by the 
country, the more the country will 
feel that the Government have placed 
an honest, straightforward, simple, and 
sound financial measure before the 
House of Commons, and I cannot doubt 
that it will be passed by an enormous 
majority. 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields): I 
do not hope to controvert any of the 
arguments to which the House has just 
listened with pleasure, and, I hope, with 
profit. The speech we have just heard 
was, I observe, delivered from the 
Front Bench. It was delivered from 
opposite this box, which is supposed to 
indicate a position of authority, and to 
indicate that the speaker has behind 
him the opinion and authority of the 
Government that he represents. We 
are entitled to know if that is the case 
with the speech to which we have just 
listened. | am not going to travel so 
far as the hon. Gentleman did into 
subjects of discussion that may possibly 
be beyond the scope of the matter 
before the House. I am going to confine 
my remarks entirely to the question of 
the shilling duty on corn, and I do not 
propose to go beyond that limit. But 
within that limit we are entitled to 
know what is the mind of the Govern- 
ment with regard to the tax they are 
proposing to take off. Are they pro- 
posing to take it off in order that, a 
short time after, they may reimpose it ? 
We are entitled to have that in clear 


terms from the head of the Government. | 


If it is to be taken off in order that it 
may be subsequently reimposed, I say 
that we are wasting our time, and that 
the Government is trifling with the 
country. If, on the other hand, it is 
the intention of the Government, as 
represented by the Prime Minister’s 
speech, to alter the fiscal policy of the 
country, we ought to have a state- 
ment by the head of the Government. 
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| what different view. 
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|A few weeks ago the head of the 
Government madea speech entirely in 
consonance with that to which we have 
just listened. The Prime Minister 
said then that this tax should not 
be made a part of the permanent 
fiscal system of the country. It is un- 
necessary to enter into the reasons. He 
said it could not be made part of the 
permanent system, and no one believed 
that it could. But at the very time that 
the right hon. Gentleman was delivering 
this speech another speech was being 
delivered elsewhere which indicated that 
this tax, or something even larger, might 
and ought to be made part of the per- 
manent fiscal system ofthecountry. That 
speech coming from the Colonial Secre- 
tary was one which the Prime Minister, if 
he had had any regard for consistency or 
discipline, would have repudiated, or at 
all events would at once have said 
whether he agreed or disagreed with it. 
But the right hon. Gentleman has taken 
a different attitude. He has succumbed 
to the Colonial Secretary. Neither the 
Prime Minister nor the Colonial Secre- 
tary.are now in the House. It would 
be presumption for me to say what is 
the duty of these right hon. Gentlemen 
to the House, or whether their absence 
during such an important debate as 
this is quit: respectful to the House. 
But as a Member of the House I am 
entitled to say that these right hon. 
/Gentlemen ought to be present and to 
|state their views on the questions at 
| issue before we proceed to a division. 


| We want to know with regard to this 
| shilling per quarter corn tax whether it is 
going to be reimposed as part of a 
larger and wider policy. If so, let the 
| Prime Minister tell us at once, because 
we are entitled to know. But ap- 
| parently the Government have not made 
| up their minds. The Colonial Secretary 
'a few nights ago in this House told us 
_ he was prepared to go into the cottages 
‘of the working classes and explain 
| how much his scheme would add to the 
cost of living. He was prepared to 
| assume that not merely a part, but the 
| whole burden fell on the consumer, and 
he was prepared to say how much their 
wages must be raised in order to meet 
that increased cost. The Colonial Secre- 
| tary appears to have now taken a some- 
He told us that 
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this tax laid nothing whatever on the|to point out, voted for the corn tax as 
back of the consumer, and that it added} a member of the Government a year 
nothing to the price. We are entitled to| ago, and he certainly did not then make 
ask him and the Prime Minister whether | such a speech as that to which we have 
they maintain the Colonial Secretary’s | just listened. If it be the fact, as he 
view of three weeks ago, and what they | stated, that so many of the wage- 
now think is the effect of the shilling per | earning classes are on the verge of 
quarter tax on corn. At all events, I} starvation, surely that in itself is a 
maintain that they ought to behere and | reason for reconsidering our fiscal policy 
state their views. I hope they are not/ and of endeavouring to findsome means 
going to allow the division to take place | of raising their status. I understand 
without telling us whether they hold the| the right hon. Gentleman bases his 
views of three weeks ago, of a fortnight, | statement with regard to so many 
or a week ago, or whether they have|of the wage-earners of this country 
now discovered some new views.| being on the verge of starvation on 
I think the House had better vote on! extracts from books written by Mr. 
the view that the tax will be reimposed.; Rowntree and Mr. Booth;and I cer- 
We are entitled to assume that there is| tainly think it is our duty, in view of 
a party in the Government strong| those statements. to examine our fiscal 
enough to commit the Government to) policy. I should like to hear the opinions 
which they belong to the reimposition of | of the representative working men, who 
this tax. But whether we vote for or | I see opposite, on this question. We have 
against the tax there is still the larger| had one important admission from the 
question to be decided, and we want the | right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Government to help us. | am _ not| South Aberdeen, to the effect that, in the 
curious to know the collective mind of | consideration of proposals for the modi- 
the Cabinet. I want to know the mind | fication of our fiscal policy, it is no longer 
of the Prime Minister. The difficulties we | a heresy to call in question the policy pro- 
feel on this subject have not been cleared | moted by Cobden, Bright, and other pro- 
up by the speech of the Chancellor of | minent free traders. If any of us had 
the Exchequer. The right hon. Gentle-| ventured to raise this question not very 





mn spoke to-night ina dual capacity. | long ago we certainly should not have 
First he spoke as the Chancellor of the | been met with that admission. 

Exchequer and then he spoke as him-| [| now wish to say a few words with 
self. J listened to him with keen atten-| regard to the Amendment before the 
tion, and tried very hard to find out| House. We have been told by the 
when the Chancellor of the Exchequer | Chancellor of the Exchequer and the 
ceased to speak and when the right hon. | pyjme Minister that the corn tax was 
Gentleman began as a private Member. | imposed on grounds of expediency, and 
I found it exceedingly difficult to draw | not in opposition to the principles of free 
the dividing line. The right hon. Gen-| trade. [ remember when it was pro- 
tleman condemned preferential tariffs. | posed last year I madea speech in regard 
He condemned those tariffs, and spoke | to it, andI ventured to say that the 
freely and frankly in favour of free’ working men of this country would not 
trade. Was that the mind of the} trouble themselves with wire-drawn argu- 
Government? Was the Chancellor of ments as to whether it was protective or 
the Exchequer speaking for the Govern- | non-protective, butthat they would simply 
ment, or was he, as an estinable private | consider the question of itsexpediency. I 
Member, giving expression to an academic | myself supported the tax on the ground 








opinion of his own? Which was it?) 
We do not at this moment know what | 
is the policy of the Government, and I | 
submit that we ought not to be kept in 
ignorance of that policy any longer. 


*Mr. RENWICK (Neweastle-on-Tyne) : 
The right hon. Gentleman, the Member 
for Cambridge University, I would like | 


Mr. Ri shson. 








of expediency, and I must say I have 
heard no sufficient reason addressed to 
us at the present time why it should be 
removed. But I would remind the House 
of one other reason why it ought not to 
be repealed. At the present time there 
is in existence a Royal Commission which 
has been appointed to inquire into our 
national food supplies in time of 
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war, andit may be that it may report in | fornian wheat is now quoted at 3ls. 3d. 
favour of placing a tax on imported corn, | or 31s. 6d. and Argentine 28s. 6d., while 
in order to encourage the growth of | Manitoba wheat, which I presume is 
wheat in this country; in that case it | | also considered American, is only 
would become necessary for us to reimpose | 29s. 6d., and other North American 
the duty. Seeing that not more than! wheats only 29s. I therefore cannot 
twelve months have elapsed since it | see on what the right hon. Gentleman 
was decided to impose this duty, I bases his statement that American 
certainly cannot understand why this pro- | wheat has gone up to 33s. on account of 
posal should have been made to remove the duty. As a matter of fact the prices 
it, especially in view of the recently ex- now are practically the same as they 
pressed policy and opinions of the Colonial | were in June, 1900, 1901, 1902, but 
Minister, of which I cannot believe the there has been a large variation in 
right hon. Gentleman’s colleagues were the cost of freightage. In 1900 the 
entirely in ignorance. Personally, I have freightage from New York and otlier 
no hesitation in saying that I should pre. North American ports worked out at 
fer a reduction of the duty on tea to the 3s. 9d. per quarter; a year later it was 
abolition of the corn duty, and I will 2s. 9d.; in 1902 it was 2s. 3d., and in 
briefly state my reasons why. We have 1903 it was ls. 9d. I may be told that 
heard from the Financial Secretary that that variation is attributable to the corn 
India is the principal free market from duty. But I should like to call attention 
which we draw our supply of tea. | to the freightages from the Argentine 
What do we do in return for this great Republic. In 1900 they worked out at 
boon? We impose a tax of 6d. per lb. 5s. 4d., in 1901 they had fallen to 3s. 9d., 
upon the tea. We have been told by and in 1902, after the shilling duty had 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer that been imposed, they were 2s. 6d. But it 
the increase of the tea duty by 2d. only is a remarkable fact that at the present 
raised the price of tea to the consumer{ moment they work out at 4s. 6d! per 
id. per lb., and if that be so, it means quarter. What does that prove? It 
that the Indian planters are getting 14d. proves that the foreigner who has wheat 
per Ib. less for their tea than they did| to send here'does not grow it for the 
before the extra 2d. was added to the purpose of sending it to this country. 
duty. That fact alone, I think, is a His first object is to supply his home 
reason why we should gracefully remit | market, and he only sends us the surplus 
the 2d. now that we have an opportunity and takes whatever he can get for it. If 
of doing so. It has been estimated that that be not so why should he now be 
every person in this country pays 3s. willing to pay 4s. 6d. for freightage 
per annum in the form of duty on tea, | when only a year ago he paid but 2s. 6d. 
while the duty on imported wheat and | The fact is he has to pay whatever the 
flour works out at about 7d. per head | shipowner can enforce, and to take 
per annum. Therefore, if we reduce | | whatever price he can get for his pro- 
the tea duty by 2d. per Ib. we shall duce. When there is a large surplus of 
confer a greater general benefit than by | wheat in America, and when the prices 
removing the corn duty, and that is the | ruling for that wheat are low, freights are 
reason why I, for one, would prefer a_/| often high, therefore I believe for one that 
reduction of the duty on tea. Whereas, | | the foreigner has had to pay the ls. duty 
formerly, we imported the bulk of our| and not the home consumer. Bearing 
tea from China, the position has been re- | | all these facts in mind, I have not ~ 
versed, and we now get it mainly from our | slightest hesitation in saying {that I 
own dependencies, of India and Ceylon. | should prefer a reduction of the tea duty 
I believe that it is upon the tea- -planters | by ~d. to the repeal of the corn duty. 
themselves that the burden falls. We have been told by the Chancellor of 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer has | | the Exchequer that we are going to 
told us that as a result of the imposition | repeal the duty because it laid us open to 


of the shilling duty on corn the price of | 8° much misrepresentation. I say we 
American wheat has been increased | ought to take a higher viewthan that, and 


from 30s. 3d. to 33s. per quarter. But I | we ought to do that which is best for the: 
dispute this because I find that Cali-| country, and for the good of the Empire. 
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We were also told that if the big loaf and 
the little loaf were accurately pictured, it 
would require a microscope to see the 
difference between them. I have taken 
part in one or two by-elections since the 
tax was put on. I remember particu- 
lurly the Devonport election ; and Ifsaw 
carried through the streets there a great 
loaf labelled the Radical loaf,:and an 
extremely small loaf labelled the Tory 
loaf. So small was the Tory loaf that it 
almost required a microscope to see it. 
Yet we won that election in spite of 
misrepresentation. We know very well 


‘that whatever measure is brought in | 


by the Government, it will be misrepre- 
sented by the other side; and I am 
surprised that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer should have adduced such a 
reason for the repeal of the tax as that 
it was liable to misrepresentation. I 
believe that during the next six months 
we will hear considerably more of this 
question, and that before the controversy 
is over many who are now in favour of 
the repeal of the tax will come round 


to the view that it would be much better 
|they would get an answer which 


to reduce the duty on tea. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): It is per 
fectly true that I interrupted the hon. 
Gentleman with the remark that his 
argument as to freight proved absolutely 


nothing. I repeat the statement, because | 


if his argument is worth anything at all, 
shipowners, knowing that there was a 
surplus stock on the other side, would 
offer to bring it to this side for 2s. 6d. 
when there was no particular demand ; 
but like every other commercial man, 
they tried to make the best profit they 
could, and asked 4s. 6d., and got it. 
The Colonial Secretary asks if people 
think that when the rich are taxed the 
poor escape. “No,” says the right hon. 
Gentleman, ‘the bottom man will always 
pay.” It seems to me that there must be 
something wrong with my education. I 
cannot believe that this is such an in- 
finitesimal matter. Hon. Members do 
not seem to realise that there are retailers 
who will seize every opportunity to raise 
the price. If you are able to say that the 
poor will get the article at its real price, 
well and good. I remember when 6d. 
per gallon was put on spirits, a penny 
per quartern was put on the spirits 
Mr. Renwick. 
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retailed in the public-houses. Does the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Sleaford realise that the bakers will say, 
“Oh, the Government have put a 
shilling duty on corn; therefore, we 
must raise the price of the loaf by a 
halfpenny.” It will give everyone an 
opportunity of making a little more out 
of the poor. In a word, we furnish 
traders with an excuse; and I want to 
deprive them of that excuse. Is the 
House agreed that this is such a small 
matter, so unimportant, that it really 
means nothing in particular. I only 
wish some hon. Members could change 
places with some of the English house- 
wives, and see what a difference a 
penny or twopence a week means 
to them. It sometimes means the 
difference of having or going without. 
I am told that all you have to do is 
to raise the price of commodities and 
tell the working man that the more 
he pays for his food the more wages 
he will get. 


If the Government went to the 
country on a question like that, 


would surprise them. Personally, | 
congratulate the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer on having the courage to 
take off this tax; but we do not know 
where we are, or what is going to 
happen. We have had an exhibition 
in the House to-day the like of which 
I am told has no parallel in history. 
Two great speeches have been made on 
the fiscal policy of this country. When 
I am told that this wonderful scheme 


‘will be so profitable that we are to 


have old-age pensions, I ask where the 
House is drifting to. Was not the 
income of last year sufficient to meet 
the needs of the Government? Now 
we aie going to take the duty off 
corn and to relieve the Income Tax- 
payers of about £10,000,000. My 
answer is that I do not know of any 
better use that can be made of the 
surplus we now have than by giving 
old-age pensions straight away. When 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer finds 
himself with a surplus, instead of 
getting up and suggesting that now 
at last there is an opportunity of 
fulfilling the pledges which were given 
to the country, without any increase 
in the burden of taxation, and of meeting 
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a large portion of the demand for old- 
age pensions, he starts another hare 
which we are to chase. That has 
happened over and over again. When- 
ever the country is alive to the 
need of some social or domestic 
reform a new cry is started. A kite is 
sent up and then the Government watch 
what is going to happen. I think the 
hon. Gentleman the Member for North- 
ampton was right when he described 
this new scheme as a rotten red herring. 
We have all got our particular meta- 
phors. It seems to me that any sort of 
thing is good enough for the Govern- 
ment as long as it takes the mind of the 
people away from the object they have in 
view. I make this appeal to the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer: Take this corn 
tax off, but keep the Income Tax on. 
In that way he will be able to meet a 
very large proportion of the demand of 
the working-classes of this country for 
old-age pensions. I regret that the 
Rules of the House will not permit me to 
move the Amendment I proposed to 
move; but I hope the Amendment of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Sleaford will be defeated, and that 
we shall have a statement from the 
Treasury Bench as to whether we are to 
have another inquiry. I do not believe 
that any hon. Member wants an inquiry 
except for the purpose of postponing the 
matter. We are convinced that the 
right thing is free trade, and the people 
should not be put off with an inquiry. 


Mayor SEELY (Isle of Wight): I 
have listened to the whole of this debate, 
and nearly every hon. Member who has 
spoken has asked the same question. I 
do not wonder at it. As I understand 


the position, we are now all agreed that | 
this duty on corn was not imposed | 
At the same} 
time, we are agreed that there are. 
persons in this House who think that | 
it would be advisable that protective | 
taxes, of which this is one, should be | 
maintained, and possibly increased ; and 


as @ protective tax. 
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stances asks what is going to be done; 
and asa very humble Member of this 
House I say it is trifling with the House 
as a deliberative assembly to ask us to 
decide as to the taking off of this tax 
when the one member of the Cabinet 


who alone can answer the question is 


not present to tell the House whether 
they are going to be asked to impose it 
in a larger form to-morrow. Although 
I am a free trader and support the views 


put forward by the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer, I am entirely in sympathy 
with the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Sleaford in thinking that 
this is but scant courtesy to the House, 
and, therefore, as a protest I beg to 
move that the debate be now adjourned. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Debate be now adjourned.” 
(Major Seely.) 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The Government had 
hoped that this debate might have been 
closed to-night ; but, of course, if there 
is a disposition that it should be carried 
on to-morrow the Government will not, 
having regard to the great importance 
of the question, stand in the way of the 
adjournment of the debate now. I hope 
it may be possible to bring it to a con- 


‘clusion at the afternoon sitting to- 


morrow, but I do not wish to ask for 
any pledge on that subject. 


Question put, and agreed to. 

Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 
SUPPLY [8TH JUNE, AFTERNOON SITTINGs] 

Resolutions reported. 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 


REVENUE DEPARTMENTS, 


1. “That a sum, not exceeding 


we have also had brought to our notice | £563,000, be granted to His Majesty, to 


in the course of this debate that one of 
the most prominent, if not the most 


prominent member of this Government | 


complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 


is in favour, not only of retaining this | 31st day of March, 1904, for the salaries 


tax, but increasing it. 


Every hon. |and expenses of the Customs Depart- 
Member, therefore, in these circum- | 


ment.” 
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2.“That a sum, not exceeding that hitherto the principle was that 
£1,370,500, be granted to His Majesty, each country should have a grant 


to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
3st day of March, 1904, for the salaries 
and expenses ‘of the Inland Revenue 
Department.” 


3. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£536,790, be granted to His Majesty. to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March 1904, for the Expenses 
of the Post-Office Packet Service.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


PUBLIC OFFICES (DUBLIN) 
[ADVANCES]. 


Resolution reported. 


“That it is expedient to authorise the 
issue, out of the Consolidated Fund, of 
such sums, not exceeding in the whole 
£225,000, as may be required for the 
purposes of any Act of the present 
session for the acquisition of certain land 
in Dublin, and for the erection and 
equipment of a Royal College of Science 
and other buildings for the public 
service, and to authorise the Treasury 
for the purpose of providing for the 
issue and repayment of such sums to 
borrow money by means of Terminable 
Annuities for a period not exceeling 
thirty years, such annuities to be paid 
out of moneys to be provided by Parlia- 
ment for the Service of the Com- 
missioners, and if those moneys are 
insufficient out of the Consolidated 
Fund.” 


Resolution read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said he did not desire to oppose the 
Motion ; but he wished to call attention 
to the fact that it was for the purpose 
of providing a sum of £255,000 for a 
College of Science in Dublin. He did 
not object to Dublin having a College of 
Science out of Imperial money, but he 
desired to direct attention to the fact 


equivalent to what was taken out of the 
Imperial purse for another country. 
They had a College of Science in Glasgow 
which was built entirely out of local 
money, no grant being obtained from 
the Imperial purse in respect of it. 
Before the principle of the equivalent 
grant was introduced by Mr. Goschen, 
each country dipped into the Imperial 
purse, and in that way no particular 
account was kept in order to see that 
each country had its proper share. To 
getrid of that, it was proposed that 
each country should get a_ certain 
proportion of what either of the other 
countries got. Scotland was limited 
entirely to its equivalent grants. It did 
not get any money for any special pur- 
pose, such as a College of Science. He 
was not going to stand in the way of 
Dublin getting this money ; but, at the 
| same time, he thought he was justified in 
pointing to the fact that Scotland did 
not get any special grants. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) 
said that the Government proposed to 
meet this expenditure, not out of the 
ordinary Estimates of the year, but by 
borrowed money, to be repaid by a series 
of terminable annuities. As he pointed 
out the other day, this was an extension 
of the bad principle which was in vogue 
during the last ten years in a sphere in 
which it had not previously been applied 
The defence set up when the matter 
'came before the House on the Naval 
Works Bill was that the Government was 
justified in adopting the principle where 
large public works were concerned, but 
would not be justified in the case of small 
public works. The subject of the motion 
| was a comparatively small work, and the 
| motion itself constituted a distinct inno- 
| vation of the previous practice of the 
House. 
| And, it being Midnight, the Debate 


| stood adjourned. 


| 
| MILITARY LANDS BILL. 
| Read a second time, and committed for 


this day. 


Debate to be resumed this day. 


Adjourned at three minutes after 


H Twelve o'clock. 
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437 Petitions. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 10th June, 1903. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


London Hydraulic Power Bill. Lords’ 
Amendment considered, and agreed to. 


@ All Saints, Poplar (Rate Abolition), 
Bill [Lords]. Read the third time, and 
passed, without Amendment. 


Middlesbrough Corporation _ Bill. 
Read the third time, and passed. 
Exeter Railway Bill [Lords]. Read 


the third time, and passed, without 
Amendment. 


and Dumbartonshire 
Read the third time, and 


Lanarkshire 
Railway Bill. 
passed. 


Lima Railway Bill |Lords]. Read the 
third time, and passed, without Amend- 
ment. 


South Yorkshire Joint Railways Bill 
Read the third time, and passed. 


Dover Corporation Bill. As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time. 


Knott End Railway (Extension of | 
Time) Bill [Lords]. [Not amended], | 
considered ; to be read the third time. | 


Merthyr Tydfil Urban District Council 
Bill; Wigan Corporation Tramways 
Bill; Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) 
Sewerage Board Bill. As amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time. 


Belfast Water Bill [Lords] (by Order). 
Read a second time, and committed. 


Forth Navigation Order Confirmation 
Bill. Read the third time, and passed. 


Caledonian Railway Order Confirma- 
tion Bill; Edinburgh Corporation 
(Markets, Slaughter Houses, etc.) Order 
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Confirmation Bill ; Grangemouth Water 
Order Confirmation Bill; Lanarkshire 
Electricity and Refuse Destruction 
Order Confirmation Bill. Read a second 
time ; to be considered upon Friday. 


Broughty Ferry Gas Provisional Order 
Bill; Hamilton Burgh Provisional Order 
Bill; Local Government Provisional 
| Orders (No. 17) Bill; Local Government 
| Provisional Order (No. 18) Bil; Mili- 
tary Lands Provisional Orders Bill. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


PETITIONS. 
| 
| 


BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Midlothian, for altera- 
tion; to lie upon the Table. 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE BILL. 
Petitions against: from Willesden ; 
3rentwood;  Northchurch ; Ashley 
Green; and Berkhamsted St. Peter; 
to lie upon the Table. 


COUNTY COUNCILS (BILLS IN PARLIA- 
MENT) BILL. 

Petition from Midlothian, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 

COUNTY COURTS JURISDICTION 
EXTENSION BILL. 

Petition from Chester, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 








EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Old Monkland, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
EMPLOY MENT OF CHILDREN BILL. 
Petitions in favour: from Old Monk- 


land; Aberdeen; and Leith; to lie 
upon the Table. 
LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER 


BILL, AND LICENSING LAW (COM- 

PENSATION FOR NON - RENEWAL) 

BILL. 

Petition from Penzance, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


Petitions for alteration: from Ballater ; 
Selkirk (two) ; Aberdeen; and Leith ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


Q 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

Petition from Aberdeen, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PORT OF LONDON BILL. 


Petitions against (praying to be heard 
by Counsel): from Merchants, Traders, 
and others carrying on business on the 
banks of the River Medway; Urban 
District Council of Gillingham; Con- 
servators of the River Medway; Mayor, 
Aldermen, and Councillors of the City 
of Westminster ; Holders of Debenture 
Stock of the Millwall Dock Company ; 
Maidstone Corporation ; 
Proprietors of the Lower Navigation of 
tle River Medway; London and North 
Western Railway Company; Railway 
Companies’ Association; Trustees of the 
Royal Liver Friendly Society ; London 
and India Docks Company; Urban 
District Council of Tonbridge ; Holders 
of Debenture Stock and Mortgage De- 
bentures of the London and India Docks 
Company; London County Council ; 
Merchants, Traders, and others carrying 
on business in the district of Maidstone 
and Tonbridge and other places on the 
River Medway ; Coal Factors Society ; 
Millwall Dock Company ; and Woolwich 
Borough Council ; referred to the Select 
Committee on the Bill. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL. 


Petitions in favour: from Southamp- 
ton; London Road ; Broomhill ; Wirks- 


worth; Winnington; New Brompton ; | 


and Selkirk ; to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour: from Edinburgh ; 
and Glasgow ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF ADULTERATED BUTTER BILL. 


Petition from Aberdeen, for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


SHEEP SCAB BILL. 


Petition from Aberdeen, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
LABOURERWS’ COTTAGES (IRELAND). 
Return presented, relative thereto 


[ordered 16th March — Mr. Thomas 
O’ Donnell); to lie upon the Table. 


LUNATIC ASYLUMS (IRELAND). 


Return presented, relative thereto. 
{ordered 26th March—Mr. Clancy} ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


UGANDA RAILWAY ACTS, 1896 AND 
1900, 


Account presented, showing the money 
issued from the Consolidated Fund. 
under the provisions of the Uganda 
Railway Acts, 1896 (59 and 60 Vic., 
c. 38), and 1900 (63 and 64 Vic., ¢, 11), 
and of the Money expended and 
borrowed, and Securities created under 
the said Act, to 3lst March, 1902, 
together with the Report of the Comp- 
troller, and Auditor-General thereon 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 196.] 


WAGES AND PROFITS IN COAL 
MINING. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
fordered 5th May—JMr. Joseph Waiton| ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 197.] 


AFRICA (No. 5, 1903.) 


Copy presented, of Return giving 
Dates of Purchase and Prices paid for 
Rails, Sleepers, Girders, Locomotives, 
Carriages, and Bridge Work obtained 
for the construction and working of the 
Uganda Railway [by [Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRADE OF BRITISH POSSESSIONS. 


Copy presented, of Statement of the 
Value of the Trade of the various British 
'Colonies and Possessions with the 


United Kingdom, other British Posses- 
| sions, and Foreign Countries during the 
jyear 1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
‘the Table. 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Motor-Car Accidents. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : To 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, if he will state how many 
motor-car accidents resulting in injury 
to individuals have occurred in the 
provinces since Ist April, and will he 
say how many of these accidents have 
proved fatal. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) 1 am 
afraid I have no information which 
would enable me to give the particulars 
desired by the hon. Member. 


Speed of Motor-Cars. 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the President of 
the Local Government Board, whether 
his attention has been called to a motor- 
ear accident at East Tisted, near Alton, 
on the 25th ultimo, when a flock of 
sheep was run into and the shepherd 
sustained a fractured leg ; and will he 
say whether the local authorities have 
any instructions from the Local Govern- 
ment Board to enforce the law with 
regard to the speed of motor-cars. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) 1 
have not seen any report o: the accident 
to which the hon. Member refers. The 
enforcement of the law with regard to 
the speed of motor-cars is ordinarily a 
matter for the police. The local authori- 
ties have received no instructions from 
my Department on the subject. 


Theft of Postal Orders from Glasgow 
Post Office. 


Sr J. STIRLING-MAXWELL 
(Glasgow, College): To ask the Pest- 
master-General whether he is aware 
that postal orders to the amount of 
£19 13s. 3}d. were stolen in a Glasgow 
post office from letters addressed to 
Messrs. Ogg Brothers of Glasgow, and 
that the man suspected of the theft, 
though acquitted on a test case in a 
Court of law, has been dismissed from 
the service of the Post Office ; and, if so, 
will he arrange that the money stolen 
will be refunded to 
Brothers. 
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(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


‘IT am aware of the case mentioned. 


In the case of the postal orders which 
were used to remit the greater part of 
the amount lost, the remitters did not 
comply with the regulation which re- 
quires the person to whom an order is 
issued to fill in the name of the payee, 
and the loss of the amount of the orders 
is attributable to the neglect of this pre- 
caution. In certain other cases, in which 


'the remitters filled in the name of the 


payees, the orders were not negotiated, 
and their amount has been paid to 
Messrs. Ogg Brothers by means of dupli- 
cate orders. I regret that I am unable 
to make good the amount of the re- 
mittances referred to in the Question, 
but where the senders of postal orders 
neglect the very obvious precautions 
which are enjoined by the regulations, I 
see no reason for indemnifying them at 
the expense of the public. 


Improved Mail Service to Lerwick. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): To ask the Postmaster- 
General if his attention has been called 
to the fact that the mail service to 
Lerwick does not meet the requirements 
of the county; and if he will inquire 
into the possibility of so arranging the 
service as to give one extra direct mail 
weekly from Aberdeen to Lerwick. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
I must call the attention of the hon. 
Member to the Answer which I gave in 
the House on the 3rd of March last 7 to a 
previous Question of his respecting the 
mail service to the Shetland Islands. As 
I then stated, the cost of the existing 
mail service is so largely in excess of the 
revenue from the correspondence for the 
Islands that the additional expenditure 


‘which would have to be incurred to 


provide a more frequent service would 
not be justifiable on postal grounds. 


Excise Administration of Assam. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh. 
shire, W.): To ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether the investigation 
instituted into the allegations made 


|against the Excise Administration of 
Messrs. Ogg | e : 





+ See (4) Debates, exviii, 1223. 
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Assam. i: the Memorandum issued by | 
Mr. James Buckingham, C.IE., on 
behalf of the planters, has been com- 
pleted; and whether he is now in a/| 
position to state the results of the in- | 
vestigation. 





(Answered by Secretary Lord George | 
Huwmilton.) I have no information as to | 
whether the investigation has been com- 
pleted. The Report which the Govern.- | 
met of India are to submit to me on | 


its conclusion has not yet reached me. | 


' 
|document under 


Native Labour in the Transvaal Mines— 
Appointment of Recruiting Agent. 
Sirk BRAMPTON GURDON  (Nor- 
folk, N.): To ask the Under Secretary | 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether | 
Mr. John Sinderam has been appointed | 
recruiting agent ,at Port Herald, in 
British Central Africa, for the supply 
of native labour to the Transvaal 
mines; and, if so, whether this is the 
same John Sinderam, of the firm of 
Walker Brothers and Sinderam, who | 
was prosecuted before Judge Nunan | 
on 9th July, 1900, for gross brutality 
to natives in the collection of native 
labour, found guilty, and fined £250. 


(Ans vered hy Lord ( ‘ranborne. ) We 
have no information of such an appoint- | 
ment, but an inquiry will be made. 


Ebbw Vale Water Supply. 


Mr. CHARLES MORLEY (Breck- 
nock): To the President of the 
Local Government Board whether, in 
view of the fact that under the powers 
of the Ebbw Vale Council Water Bill 
itis proposed to take a quantity of 
water from the catchment basin of the 
Clydach Stream (Breconshire) without 
any provision of compensation water 
being permitted to flow down the 
natural channel of that river, he will, 
in the interests of public health, and 
in view of the character of the Clydach 
Valley, cause provision to be made in 
the Bill for the sending of compensa- 
tion water down the natural course of 
the Clydach Stream. 


ask 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) This 
Bill is at present awaiting Second 
Reading in another place, and I am 
informed that a petition is to be pre- 
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| treaty 
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sented against it with a view of obtain- 
ing the insertion of a provision to the 
effect desired by the hon. Member. It 
will be for the Committee by whom the 
Bill is dealt with to determine whether 


}any provision should be made on the 


subject. 


German Tariff for Canadian Goods. 

Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N. : To 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
whether he will give the date and title 
of the German law, tariff, or other 
which Canadian im- 
ports to that country are subjected to 
duty, and also the text of such part or 
parts as will show the rate or amount 
of the duty upon Canadian imports as 
compared with that upon imports from 
other councries. 


(Answered hy Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
existing German tariff is determined by 
the Customs Tariff Law of the 15th 
July, 1879, amended by several subse- 
quent laws, and modified by treaties 
several Powers as regards the 


ing ‘* Most - Favoured - Nation”’ treat- 
Since the termination of the 
between Great Britain and 
Germany, the tariff treatment of goods 
from the British Empire imported into 
Germany has been regulated by special 
German legislation. The German law 
now in force respecting the commercial 
relations with the British Empire is 
dated 29th May, 1901, and in virtue 
of this law the Bundesrath issued a 
notification, dated 11th June, 1901, 
according, until further notice, Most- 
Favoured-Nation treatment to subjects 
and products of the British Empire 
with the exception of Canada. Canadian 
products do not, therefore, enjoy in 
Germany the reductions of duty con- 
ceded by treaty to various Powers, but 
are subject to the general German 
tariff. 


Promotion of Colonial Commandants. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON: To ask 
the Secretary of State for War if he can 
state if officers who have served as 
Colonial Commandants have or will 
receive appointments in higher ranks on 
their return. 








Ay 
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(duswered by Ar. Secretary Brodrick.) 
It is not clear to what class of officers 
the hon. Member refers, but the question 
of any perferment of officers in charge of 
purely colonial forces would naturally 
rest with the colonial governments con- 
cerned, 


Porthcawl Rifle Range. 

Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
what rent is being paid by the War 
Department for the Porthcawl Rifle 
Range in Glamorganshire ; and whether 
he can state the number of rifle butts at 
present available for use upon the range. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The rent paid by the War Department 
for the Porthcawl Rifle Range is £147 
per annum. There are no targets at 
present available for use upon this range, 
the construction of which is not yet 
completed. 


Deportation of Prisoners captured in 
Somaliland. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): To ask the Secretary of 


State for War whether he will say if | 
the mother-in-law of the so-called Mad | 
Mullah, Jeyunghas, who was captured | 


by His Majesty's forces a few weeks ago, 
with other prisoners, in Somaliland is 
so situated as to prevent her making 
communications to the enemy ; and if it is 
the intention to deport these prisoners to 
Aden or elsewhere. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
No report of the capture of the Mullah’s 
mother-in-law has reached the War Office, 
and no proposal has been made by the 
General Officer Commanding to deport 
his prisoners to Aden. It may be 
assumed that the General Officer Com- 
manding does not allow his prisoners to 
communicate with the enemy. 


Government Housing Bill—Date of 

ntroduction. 

Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he can now state 
when it is proposed to introduce the 
Government Housing Bill. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 1 
am not able at present to fix the actual 
date for the introduction of this Bill. 
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My right hon. friend the President of 
the Local Government Board answered a 
| Question to this effect on Monday last. 


| sabiisite- tee 
| QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
| 


21st Lancers. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): I beg toask the Secretary of 
| State for War whether, in view of the 
|Court of Inquiry appointed by the 
|Commander-in-Chief to inquire into 
the recent incidents among the officers 
of the 21st Lancers, at which questions 
sent from the War Office and answered 
by the officers on oath were submitted 
to the Court of Inquiry, he will state the 
opinion of the Court of Inquiry upon 
these questions and the answers thereto. 





THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
'ford): No, Sir. The proceedings of 
'Courts of Inquiry are privileged, and 
I am not prepared to give the informa- 
tion required. 


The Accident on the “Good Hope.” 


Sik WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty a Question, of which I have 


| given him private notice—viz., What is 


|the nature of the Belleville boiler ex- 

| plosion on H.M.S. “Good Hope”; how 

| many men were injured thereby ; and the 
extent of their injuries. 


*THe SECRETARY To tHe ADMIR- 
| ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForstTER, Belfast;W.): 
According to the information received 
| up to the present time, the accident on 
|the ‘*Good Hope”? was due to the 
giving way of the anchor bolt in one of 
the elements of the boilers, thus allowing 
the lower part of the boiler to lift and 
the steam to escape. I regret to say 
that Engineer Sub-Lieutenant James 
| Webber, Acting Engine-Room Artificer 
| Russell RendalJ, and four stokers were 
‘injured. Engine-Room Artificer Rendall 
and William Devonshire, leading stoker, 
| have since died. 


| 


| 





| Water-Tube Boilers. 
Sir WILLIAM ALLAN : I beg further 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
is the Admiralty aware that the Babcock 


447 
and Wilcox water-tube boilers in the Allan 
liners ‘‘ Buenos Ayrean” and “ Siberian” 
are being removed and Scotch boilers are 
to be substituted. 


Questions. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, Sir, 
the Admiralty are aware that it is the 
intention of the Allan Line to replace 
the Babcock and Wilcox boiler fitted in 
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received any communication from the 
Colonial Office or the Indian Govern- 
ment relating to the proposed employ- 
ment of British Indian subjects in the 
Transvaal. 
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Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: The 
answer is in the affirmative. The matter 
| is under consideration. 





the “Buenos Ayrean”’ by a cylindrical | 


boiler. 
Loiler in the “Siberian ” 


India—Lord Curzon’s Viceroyalty. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether he is in a 
position to make any statement with 
regard to the decision arrived at with 
respect to the extension of Lord Curzon’s 
Viceroyalty in India. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
IN DIA (Lord GrorGe HAMILTon, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): I have no statement to 
make on the subject. 


Indian Government Rupee Stock. 

Sirk EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether, in view of the fact that 
dividends on Indian Government Rupee 
Stock enfaced for payment at the Bank 
ot England are paid by means of drafts 
in rupees on India. he will consider the 
advisability of offering to holders of 
stock the alternative of receiving cash 
payment in sterling at the rate of 
exchange of the day, thus saving the 
investor delay in obtaining his dividends, 
which now acts as a deterrent to invest- 
ments in Indian Rupee Stock. 


Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: The 
matter has been carefully considered. 
] am informed that the interest drafts 
on Rupee Stock can be cashed at the 
current rate of exchange without difli- 
culty or delay in the ordinary course of 
banking business, and such being the 
case I see no reason for altering a 
system which seems to work well and 
without trouble to the stockholders. 


British Indian Subjects in the Transvaal. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): I beg to ask the Secretary 
has | 


of State for India whether he 


There is no Babcock and Wilcox | 


Transvaal Franchise—The New 
itlanders. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he 
has received any communication from 
Lord Milner to the effect that his govern- 
ment have introduced an amendment to 
the draft of the municipal ordinance 
restricting the right of voting in the 
Transvaal to British subjects only; and 
whether, seeing that His Majesty’s 
Government between the years 1896 
.and 1899 repeatedly protested to the 
late Boer Government on this same 
subject, will he say what new factors 
have arisen which necessitate the present 
Uitlander population being denied the 
right to exercise the franchise. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I have received no 
communication from Lord Milner on 
the subject. 


Mr. MARKHAM: Has the right hon. 
Gentieman not received any communi- 
cation to the effect that the Amendment 
was proposed in the Transvaal Council 
yesterday. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
already said that I have received no 
communication. 


Grievances of British Indian Subjects in 
the Transvaal. 


Mr. MARKHAM: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 


| whether he will lay upon the Table of 


the House a copy of the petition ad- 
dressed to him last month by Mr. 
Abdool Gani, Chairman of the British 
Indian Association at Johannesburg, 
relating to the treatment accorded to 
British Indian subjects under Lord 
Milner’s administration; and whether, 
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seeing that Mr. Abdool Gani states in 
this petition that British Indians were 


never subjected to the physical ill-treat- | 


ment under the late Boer Government 


they are now suffering, will he instruct. 


Lord Milner to follow the precedent 
adopted in 1898 and 1899 by reporting 


weekly to him on these grievances of | 


Indian subjects. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
received a resolution passed at a meeting 
of British Indians at Johannesburg on 
6th May, of which Mr. Abdool Gani was 
chairman. I do not propose to lay it on 
the Table. This resolution does not 
refer to physical ill-treatment, and I see 
no necessity for the proposed instruction. 
The whole subject is under consideration 
by the India Office and the Colonial 
Office, and I am in communication with 
Lord Milner on the matter. 


The Congo—Case of Herr Rabinek. 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham); I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether, in view of the statement 
of His Majesty’s Commissioner for British 
Central Africa that Herr Rabinek was 
arrested on a British steamer in British 
waters, he will state what steps they are 
taking in the matter; and whether, in 
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view of the nature of the offence for, 


which it is stated Herr Rabinek was 
sentenced, he can state whether the 
territories of the Congo Free State con- 
tiguous to British Central Africa are 
open to the commercial enterprise of 
European merchants and native traders 
established in British territory, accord- 
ing to the stipulations of the Berlin Act. 


THe UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
For FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are considering what action, if any, 
it may be advisable for them to take in 
connection with the arrest of Herr 
Rabinek. The whole question, however, 
of freedom of trade within the limits of 


the Congo State will form part of the_ 
communication which is to be made to | 


accordance with the undertaking given 


by His Majesty’s Government in the. 
'the Government of India with regard 


House on the 20th ultimo. 


Questions. 450 
Brussels Sugar Commission. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the proceedings 
before the Brussels Sugar Toman 
are open to the Press; and, if not, 
whether a full report will be issued 
before the Government proceed with the 
Sugar Convention Bill; whether any 
particular instructions have been given 
as to the action of the British delegates 
in case the Austro-Hungarian allotment 
system should be condemned by the 
Commission; and whether, in such an 
eventuality, it would be possible for this 
country to withdraw altogether from 
the Convention. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: I understand 
that the proceedings are not public, but 
that, as at the Brussels Conference, a 
report will he drawn up by a Committee 
for communication to the Press. It is 
impossible to foresee how long the pre- 
seit discussions of the Commission may 
last, and the Bill now before Parliament 
must be passed during the present 
session. No undertaking such as that 
alluded to could therefore be given. The 
answer to the last two paragraphs of the 
Question is in the negative. 


Mr. LOUGH: Will the noble Lord 
promise that a full report of the pro- 
ceedings shall be laid before Parliament as 
soon as possible ? 


Lorp CRANBORNE: I cannot give 
that undertaking at this moment. 


Self-Governing Colonies and the Brussels 
Sugar Convention. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade to which self-governing colonies 
have His Majesty’s Government, in 
fulfilment of their obligation under the 
Brussels Convention, signed 5th March, 
1902, submitted the Brussels Sugar 
Convention, in order to afford them the 
opportunity of giving their adhesion to 
it; when was that Convention thus 


the signatories of the Berlin Act in, submitted to each of the colonies in 


question; what replies have since been 
received from these colonies and from 
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to this question ; and does the Common- 
wealth of Australia, which on the 
10th March had refused to adhere to the 
Convention, still maintain that refusal. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The Brussels 


Convention was duly submitted to all | 
the self-governing colonies in a despatch | 


dated the 2Ist of April. 1902.. No 
further communication 
ceived from the Commonwealth of 
Australia since March, and the only 
other reply received from the self- 
governing colonies has been one from 
the Government of New Zeala: d intimat- 
ing that they do not desire to adhere. 
I understand that the Government of 
India have not as yet signified their 
wishes in the matter. 


Registry of Shipping and Seamen—Re- 
moval of Offices. 


Sir FORTESCUEFLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade if he is 
aware that the Registry of Shipping and 
Seamen has been removed from the 
Custom House, Thames Street, in the 
City of London, to Carlisle Place. Victoria 
Street; and whether, in view of the 
inconvenience caused by this change to 
those interested in shipping affairs, who 
have frequently to consult the shipping 
registers daily, he can see his way to 
reconsider the position of the Registry, 
with a view to removing it at an early 
date to a more convenient site. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY 
TARY To tne BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
Bonark Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars): Yes, 
Sir, but the arrangement which has been 
made is merely temporary. The Board ot 
Trade hope that steps will be taken at the 


earliest opportunity to provide suitable | 
the | 


permanent accommodation for 
Registry in the City. Meanwhile every 
effort is being made to obviate any 
public inconvenience, and a small staff 
of clerks in telephonic communication 
with the head office is still located in the 
Custom House. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: Can 
the hon. Gentleman give me any idea 
how long this inconvenience is likely to 
last ? 
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has been re-| 


SECRE- | 
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| Mr. BONAR LAW: I am sorry I 

| cannot state any time, but I hope it will 
not be long. 


| 
| 


Ww 


Wuestious. 


Oliver Cromwell's Bust. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY: I beg 
to ask the hon. Member for West 
Derbyshire, as representing the First 
Commissioner of Works, whether he 
will state upon what grounds the 
request of the donor of the bust of 
Oliver Cromwell, that the denor’s name 
should be prominently inscribed upon the 
pedestal, was acceded to, thus conferring 
a favour upon the donor of this bust 
not enjoyed by the donors of any other 
statues or busts in the Palace of 
Westminster. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH (Derby- 
shire, W.): I do not think that I can 
add anything to the answer which I gave 
to my hon. friend on Monday last.7 


Irish Primary Schools and the 
Equivalent Grant. 

Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is in 
a position to state, in view of the needs 
of national education, that the balance 
of the equivalent grant not ear-marked 
for the Land Purchase Bill will be 
devoted to improve the efficiency of the 
primary schools in Ireland. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY For 
IRELAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): I 
have nothing at present to add to the 
replies already given by me to similar 
Questions. 


Judicial Rents in East Tyrone. 

Mr. DOOGAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland is he aware that in cases 
|throughout East Tyrone where judicial 
fixings were made out of Court, the 
agreement was not forwarded by the 
officials of the Land Oftice to be filed by 
the Land Commission; and, if so, 
whether he will take steps to have 
|the judicial period determined, in the 
| absence of such agreements, by the evi- 
dence of the rent reduction as shown by 
‘the rent receipts. 


+ See page 220. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: Section 8 (6) of 
the Land Law Act, 1881, and the Rules 
thereunder, provide that all such agree- 
ments shall be lodged with and filed by 
the Clerk of the Peace or the Land Com- 
mission. Agreements filed with the 
Clerk of the Peace are good even though 
copies may not have been forwarded to 
the Land Commission. 


Newry Orange Demonstrations. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the fact that the 
Orange lodges of Newry have decided to 
hold a demonstration at Rogstrevor, on 
the 12th proximo; and whether, in view 
of the opinions expressed last year on 
behalf of the Irish Executive, and in the 
interests of public peace, he will at once 
prohibit the meeting. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Any decision of 
the Government to prohibit a meeting, or 
to regulate place of or route of access to 
a meeting, must be based on the cireum- 
stances of each case. I know of nothing 
in the present condition of Ireland which 
leads me to believe that any body of 
Irishmen intend to adopt an attitude so 
provocative towards any other body of 
Irishmen as to call for the intervention of 
the Government. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Do the Irish 
Government still adhere to the opinion 
of last year that Rostrevor is not a suit- 
able place for demonstrations ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have said that 
each case must be considered as it arises, 
and in view of the surrounding cireum- 
stances. 


Loughbrickland Co-operative Society and 
the Post Office. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask: the 
Postmaster-General whether, in view of 
the business requirements of the Lough- 
brickland (county Down) Co-operative 
Society, Limited, and of the proximity of 
the office of the society to the boundary 
of the town delivery, he will give instruc- 
tions to have delivered to the society all 
letters arriving by the mid-day mail, 
— of holding them back till next 
day. 
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THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E.): I will make inquiry on this question 
and inform the hon. Member of the 
result as soon as possible. 


Commercial Treaty with Germany. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he will lay upon the 
Table the official correspondence: relating 
to the denunciation of the Commercial 
Treaty with Germany. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): Will the right hon. 
Gentleman at the same time also lay on 
the Table such correspondence as took 
place between the British and German. 
Governments with regard to the Canadian 
preferential tariff. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): Perhaps the 
hon. Gentleman will put down that Ques- 
tion. In reply to the hon. Member for 
Dundee, I have to say that I have no 
objection to laying the Paper for which 
he asks. 


NEW BILL. 
SMALL HOLDINGS BILL. 


“To amend the Small Holdings Act 
1892,” presented by Mr. Jesse Collings :. 
supported by Colonel Long, Mr. Gould- 
ing, Major Rasch, Mr. Carlile, and Sir 
Edwin Durning-Lawrence ; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday, 25th June. 
and to be printed. [Bill 241.] 


FINANCE BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned’ 
Debate on Amendment to Question [9th 
June], ‘“Th»t the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Which Amendment was— 


“To leave out from the word ‘That,’ to 
the end of the Question, in order to add the 
words ‘ this House considers that the financial 
policy of His Majesty’s Government, in the-re- 
mission of indirect taxation imposed only last 
year for purposes of a permanent character, in- 
volves a needless and injurious disturbance of 
trade and a serious loss to the Kevenue, with- 
out substantial relief to the consumer; and. 
that, if any remission of indirect taxation is- 
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considered necessary by His Majesty's Govern- 
ment, such remission ought to be made by a 
reduction of the Duties proposed to be levied 
‘on tea or other articles of general consump- 
tion.” ”°—(Mr. Chaplin.) 


Finance 


Question again proposed, ‘‘ That the 
words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight): 
‘Some of the speakers have complained 
that the House has not received sufficient 
information to enable it to come to a 
judgment on the repeal of the corn 
duty, or the maintaining of it as sug- 
gested. I cannot say that I require any 
information on this matter, owing to 
‘the history of what has taken place since 
the tax was first imposed. I did notice, 
however, throughout the whole of 
yesterday's debate, to which I listened 
with great attention, that we were able 
to come to some kind of agreement on 
one or two points. The first was that 
‘this tax, which it is not now proposed 
to maintain, was originally imposed as 
a purely fiscal measure to enable us to 
get more money either to pay for the 
war, or to meet the interest coming due 
-on moneys borrowed for war purposes. 
It was further laid down at that time 
that it had not, nor was it intended to 
have, any protective tendencies. The 
second point which seems to be apparent 
‘is that many persons who have no pro- 
tective tendencies are disappointed that 
this tax should be removed, since, in 
point of fact, as they allege, it caused no 
hardship to any individual, I suppose 
‘that that is the attitude taken up by 
‘the right hon. Member for Sleaford. 
The third point which came out most 
‘clearly was this: that since this tax was 
‘imposed by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Bristol, it has 
-assumed an entirely new complexion. 
Whereas it was originally imposed as a 
fiscal measure, it has since come to be 
regarded by many persons in this country, 
-and especially by those who favour pro- 
tective taxation, as a thin edge of the 
wedge of protection. For that reason 


‘Chambers of Commerce and others, who, 
rightly from their own point of view, 
no doubt, regard the protection of agri- | 
‘culture as desirable, are extremely dis- | 
appointed that the tax should be removed, | 
for it is indubitable to them that this 
duty on corn may be used as a means 
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by whch we may strengthen certain 
ties which bind us to our colonies. | 
myself, as a convinced free trader, 
have no doubt whatever in this matter. 
If this tax is to be regarded, as un- 
doubtedly it is regarded, as the thin 
edge of the wedge of protection, I rejoice 
that it is at once to be repealed, and | 
support the Government and_ the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in all that 
they have said as to the desirability 
of repealing it. I will only say one 
word as to the possibility that this tax if 
retained might be of use in strengthen- 
ing the bonds of Empire which we 
all wish to see strengthened. I pre- 
sume I shall be in order in saving 
this purely in reference to this shilling 
duty on corn. Nobody wishes to see 
strengthened the bonds to which I have 
referred more than I do, and if I may 
say so with all respect | have special 
reasons for thinking so, because at the 
time when those bonds showed valuable 
proof of their existence I had the privilege 
of seeing how great was the help rendered 
to us by our colonies. I myself have 
served with forces in the field which 
have done work for this country 
the value of whieh can never be over- 
estimated, and if it were possible that, 
by adopting the Amendment of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Slea- 
ford we could assist in strengthening 
those bonds, I, for one, would not take 
the course which I propose to take to-day 
in voting against the Amendment. But 
in my opinion that is not the case. I 
support the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
and the Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury in all they have said against 
the attempt to convert a lofty ideal into 
a sordid system of profit-sharing. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I would remind the 
hon. Member that that is not the ques- 
tion before the House, and if I permitted 
him to proceed I should be encouraging 
others to follow the same line. 


MaJsor SEELY : I humbly apologise, 
Sir. I did not know that I should be 
transgressing your ruling, or I would 
not have said what I have already said. 
With regard to this tax which itis now 
proposed to repeal. I look upon it as 
a fiscal measure, and in that light consider 
it defensibl>, but as the thin edge of the 
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wedge of protection I say it is absolutely 
indefensible, and I earnestly trust, there- 
fore, that, when we go toa division, the 
Ifouse, by an overwhelming majority, 
will decide that it will have nothing to 
do with such questions as have been 
adumbrated by certain persons in 
authority. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | 


shire, Forest of Dean): I do not propose 
to detain the House many minutes, as | 
have already had an opportunity of 
speaking on some of the subjects which 


are really being debated. But there are | 


two or three aspects of the matter which 
have been rather left out of sight in the 
course of the debate which has since 
taken place, and to these I should like 
to draw attention, because without 


transgressing the rules of order by which | 
we are so closely bound, I think it may | 


be possible to present some new consider- 
ations to the House. I do not know 
whether hon. Members have read the 
Amendment on which they are going 
to vote. But I would venture to point 


out that it is very different from what | 


one would suppose it to be, bearing in 
mind the nature of the discussion which 
has taken place. We are not asked by 
it to vote on Clause I. of the Finance 
Bill, and we shall have another oppor- 
tunity of discussing that question and 
the repeal of the corn duties. 
The Amendment now before the House 
isa curious Amendment. It makes a 
number of statements to which the 
majority of the House will cordially 
assent. It is a self-evident proposition 
to state, as the Amendment does, that 
the financial policy of the Government, 
so far as the House knows what it is, 
“involves a needless and _ injurious 
disturbance of Trade.” [I say so far as 


we have been able to elicit the policy of | 


the Government in the course of this | 
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what is the opinion of the Secretary to 
the Treasury. But these Gentlemen 
| did not clearly tell us that it is the policy 
of the Administration as a whole. With 
regard to the Board of Trade, the 
President of which is abgent for causes 
which we all regret, all we know is that 
the Secretary to that Board, speaking 
for himself and not for his Department, 
represents a diametrically opposite view 
/on the main issue as between free trade 
‘and protection. The lead which we 
_ ought to obtain from the Prime Minister, 
who is the head of the Treasury, has 
been wanting up to the present time, 
|and I confess I fear, from what we have 
seen during this debate, that even if the 
Prime Minister winds up the discussion 
'to-day weare not likely to obtain from 
| him on this oceasion that lead which the 
| House and the country ought to receive. 
What was the attitude of the Prime 
| Minister when last he spoke upon this 
| question ? It was an attitude of doubt 
|—-of loudly expressed doubt on every 
| one of the free trade propositions, and 
| of doubt with an air of assent to every 
‘one of the protectionist propositions ; 
and hampered as we are by the rules of 
|the House on the present occasion, I 
‘think that probably the present restric- 
| tions of debate will not be unpleasing to 
| the right hon. Gentleman, who is likely to 
| tell us even less now than he has told us 
before. Is not that a humiliating position 
'for this House? Has it not a right 
|to demand that if we cannot discuss this 
| question to-day, if we cannot discuss 
it on Clanse I. of this Bill, we shail have 
| some other opportunity of discussing and 
of taking the judgment of the House on 
the fiscal policy of the Government? The 
Government may reply that it is always 
open to the Leaders of the Opposition to 
| bring forward a vote of censure, but I 
| venture to assert that this is not an 
occasion when a vote of censure would 
elicit the opinion of the House, and I 





debate. But I would ask, is the House | maintain that we ought to have a free 
likely to succeed in obtaining a distinct jand unfettered opportunity of giving 








statement as to what the policy of the | 
Government is going to be? The leading 
authorities of the Government, on a 
question of this kind, ought to be those 
who represent the Treasury and the 
Board of Trade. The opinion of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has been 
distinctly expressed to the House, and 
we know what it is. We know also | 





such aid to the Government and the 
country as is possible in the decision of a 
question of this stupendous importance. 
I should be out of order if I were to 
attempt to discuss the question how far 
this announcement or suggestion of doubt 
with regard to the national policy of free 
trade has disturbed the relations of this 
country. We know that threats have 
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bc en addressed to us from certain quarters, 
and we know also that the question has 


excited the deepest interest in the minds | 


of the people of India, who form an 
overwhelming majority of the people 
of this Empire. The doubt which has 
heen thrown upon our Imperial fiscal 
policy—a policy so long regarded as a 
settled matter—-has proved disturbing in 
the highest degree, and it is the first duty 
of the Government to give a lead to the 
country and to the Empire in regard to it. 

There is another point in the Amend- 
ment which has not received any con- 
sideration in the course of this debate, 
and that is the final proposition which has 
heen taken, I think, from the admirable 
speech of my right hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for West Monmouth on the night 
when the Budget was introduced. This 
Budget, which we are now called upon to 
support, wasopposed by uson the first night 
of its introduction. The suggestion in the 
Amendment is that it does not do enough 
in the remission of indirect taxation, and 
that the tea duty ought to have been 
reduced. That view received our support 
onthe night of the introduction of the 
Budget, and we shall, of course, be pre- 
pared, when circumstances admit, to 
support it again. We do not like this 
Budget ; we voted against it on its intro- 
duction, and we shall be prepared to vote 
against it again. But itis mainly on 
account of the speech of the mover of the 
Amendment, rather than because of its 
actual terms, that most persons on this 
side of the House are likely to vote 
against it to-day. 
mended a large increase of the duty on 
corn in the future, and we have this 
stupendous admission from those who now 
dare, for the first time for many years, 
to call themselves protectionists in the 
House of Commons, that the higher duty 


which they recommend in place of this | ae ‘aPbee ; 
| people in this country to maintain a policy 


shilling corn duty will be paid by the con- 
sumers of thiscountry. We should be out 
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This speech recom- | 


of order in this debate if we were to at- | 


tempt to discuss any of the purposes for 
which it is proposed to raise this larger 
duty, and we should be equally out of 
order in discussing the question of devot- 
ing the money to social schemes such as 
old-age pensions, etc. But may I say this 
—that it has not been attempted to be 
shown that the poorest of the poor, on 
whom, by the admission of protectionists, 
this tax will fall in the case of a larger 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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duty, will ever obtain the benefit or that 
they will not be taxed for the advantage 
of other persons in a better position. 
The Prime Minister has. not given the 
House any guidance. In the speech 
which he made when this question was. 
debated before the Adjournment, he said 
that this country must more and more 
depend upon foreign countries for its 
supplies of food. Yes, but it is this 
supply of food which it is proposed to tax 
in the future in a higher degree, and the 
price will be raised against the poorest of 
the poor for no benefit which they will 
receive, and for purposes which, in this. 
House, we are unable to discuss. The 
only answer which has been made in this 
debate — and it has been powerfully 
attacked by the Secretary to the Treasury 
in his speech—is that wages might be 
raised in the event of the adoption of 
protection of thiskind. But how are the 
wages to be raised? Are they to be 
raised by combination ; by efforts in the 
way of strikes on the part of the poorest 
of the poor? Is that a pleasant in- 
dustrial prospect to hold out to this 
country? We are in a great difficulty in 
debating this matter, not only on this 
occasion but we shall be on all occasions 
throughout this Finance Bill. Arguments 
on the protectionists’ side are not brought 
ferward in this House, but they appear, 
day by day, in letters in the Press, which 
are widely circulated throughout the 
country among the classes to whom they 
are intended to appeal. 


I believe I shall be in order, after 
the speeches of the right hon. gentle- 
man the Member for South Aberdeen 
and of the Secretary to the Treasury, 
in briefly alluding to the most 
powerful of the arguments in favour of 
protection which have recently been put 
forward. We are told we must be a foolish 


different from that which prevails eise- 
where. Weare told that the United States 
and Germany are prospering under a 
system of protection, and that wages there: 
are rising. The House must be cautioned 
not to believe these things without 
examination Those Members who have 
inquired into the circumstances for them- 
selves, those who have taken the trouble 
to test the figures, know how little truth. 
there is in them, and what an enormous 
amount of exaggeration there is in the 
| argument put forward on these grounds. 





AG61 Finance 


With regard to our trade as a whole, | 
may point out that our foreign trade 
at this moment is equal to that of 
the United States, Germany and France 
put together. Our trade with Germany, 
where the system of protection is most 
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not think 1am one of those to wham 
he was alluding. It is twenty-two years 

' since | was returned to Parliament as 

'an avowed protectionist, and I have 

/never swerved from my opinions 

opinions the holding of which had] been 


strongly enforced against our goods, is| an ambitious man, might not have con- 
still an increasing trade; its total is| tributed to my advancement politically. 
greater than it was six years ago. Yet,| With regard to the comparisons with 
in spite of these facts, we read in the| the United States, I should like to ask 
papers reckless assertions on the subject | the right hon. Baronet how many stee! 
which will not bear the test of examina-! rails and ships’ plates would have been 
tion, as I am sure the financial advisers forged in America without the influence 
to the Government will tell the House. | of protection? The right hon. Gentle- 


Why, Germany, which is supposed to be 
making such advances under the system 
of protection, has not even been able to 
get into our markets in South America 
Therefore I say, when we are told that 
protection is such a success throughout 
the world, we must take the trouble to 


man knows perfectly well that Cobden’s 
‘idea was that the United States would 
confine themselves mainly, if not entirely, 
‘to the production of the food products 
for the artisan population of this and 
othercountries, butthey evidently thought 
| ditferently, and determined to become a 


examine the facts for ourselves. With | great manufacturing power, and have 
regard to the United States, considering | recently amply succeeded in their object. 
the stupendous natural advantages of | Astothe statement of the Chancellor of the 
that country, it is only marvellous that | Exchequer, itseemsto have been made from 
it has not attained the first place years | a document purloined from the recesses 
ago. [Iam convinced, whatever may be which contain the notes of the speeches 
the opinions of a small and infinitesimal | delivered by right hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
minority of this House, that the over-| site last year. Those speeches did not 
whelming majority of the House and of | convince the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
the people of the Empire will, if they | at the time, because he then voted for 
will only take the trouble to examine|the proposal which he so strongly 
the facts, arrive at the conclusion that | condemns this year. Fortunately the 
the advance in the trade of the United | right hon. Gentleman has colleagues who 
States has not been due to protection, | take a wider, more patriotic, and more 
but that,on the contrary, it has been | Imperial view of their duties. [Cries of 
retarded by it. What the House wants ‘ Name.”’] One must have some sense 
to know, however, is when we are tohayve | of proportion, and not confuse Chelsea 
an opportunity of discussing this policy | Hospital with a sentry-box. We are in 
of the Government. The question has/| this position: that the Chancellor of the 
not been raised by us, and it is for those | Exchequer differs from the views of his 
who have raised it to permit the House | predecessor in office in regard to this 
‘to give the country the advantage and | corn tax, while he also differs from the 
assistance of its enlightened judgment. | action he himself took a yearago. A 
We are placed in a humiliating position 





Member of great experience and ability, 
by being refused a chance of stating our | the right hon. Member for Cambridge 


University, hascondescended to retail some 
of the stalest platitudes which have dis- 
credited the leaflets of the Cobden Club 
for the last half-century. I am sorry to 
see such pabulum served up by so many 
in the course of this debate. An ortho- 
dox free trader of the highest repute, 
Sir Robert Giffen, has admitted that al! 
these theories should be considered in 
the light of the circumstinces of the 
hour, and not dealt with on the Sermon- 


views and of backing them by our votes, 
and I repeat that we ought to have an 
opportunity given us by the Government 
for placing on reeord the judgment of 
the House on these questions which have 
been so rashly raised. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): The right hon. Gentleman 
who has just spoken has referred to 
those who have recently had courage 








enoughto avow protectionist views. I do 


on-the-Mount principle, which Lord 
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Rosebery has so _ properly 
Those who have studied this matter have 
been driven to the conclusion that, how- 
ever desirable the old-fangled fiscal ar- 
rangements may have been fifty years 
ago, they are not up-to-date, and that, 
with our growing Empire, we are bound 
to consider these matters in a practical 
light. Itrust that the House will not be 
deterred from that anxious, full inquiry 
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described. | Government. 


which has been suggested by the Prime | 


Minister and some of his colleagues, and 
I hope that they will look into this matter 
free from bias and prejudice and shake 
off the old bogey of the clap-trap tradition 
of free trade, falsely so-called, which has 
never really ensured free communication 
amongst the nations, and has absolutely 
ignored our Imperial responsibilities. 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.): This day 
twelve months I said a few words to the 
House in opposition to the imposition 
of this corn tax, and upon that occasion 
I ventured to give some of my principal 
reasons for that proposition. 1 pointed 
out— 


“That as this corn tax would open the door 
more than any other to the agitation for pro- 
tection in this country, and also to the scheme 
for preferential tariffs, hence it followed that 
the question of the permanence of the tax was 
a very serious thing, I accepted absclutely 
the declaration of the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer that this tax Lad not been proposed by 
the Government in view of protection or of 
preferentia] duties. But when the tax was 
once put on it would give the greatest facilities 
to them or their successors for introducing 
these schemes, and when they came to consider 
the possibility of that danger the thing became 
serious indeed. Time had always made very 
quick changes amongst politicians as well as 
other persons. Still ‘the tendencies that pro- 
duced those changes were frequently mani- 
fested long before the change occurred. 
Changes themselves took place more rapidly 
in these days than formerly. And while he 
gave the Chancellor of the Exchequer full 
credit for what he said and for being deter- 
mined that this tax should not be utilised in 
the sense and for the purpose suggested, he 
was not at all so sure that at some future ‘day 
the tax would not be employed for the purposes 
which had been referred to. 


I deprecated a view which had been 
presented by the hon. Gentleman who 
was lately admitted to the Government, 
and I said— 

“The hon. Gentleman who had just sat 
down rather deprecated the idea of a plain 
wanes of opinion in Parliament on this 
subject before the Conference, and thus before 
there was any committal by the Executive 


Mr. James Lowther. 
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But I wholly differed. They 
‘ ought to have plain expressions.” 


I insisted even then that it was a para- 
mount duty of Parliament to speak and 
make plain its opinion and position upom 
this question. Upon that occasion I con- 
cluded my statement of objections to: 
the tax with this declaration— 


“© Tt was because I felt deeply with regard. 
to the impolicy and misfortune of this tax, in 
the burden it laid on the poor and on trade, i in 
the dark example it set to the world, in the 
evil hopes it produced here and abroad, and 
in the leverage it gave for its own application 
and extension that I should vote against it 
now and on every future occasion. 


Having stated those views to the 
House, Mr. Speaker, you will easily 
judge that I came down to the House 
of Commons yesterday still in opposition 
to the retention of this tax, the imposi- 
tion of which I had objected to on this: 
day last year. I had hoped that I should 
have been able to give in full the reasons 
for objecting to the retention of this tax: 
which I gave last year against its im- 
position. It appears, however, that I 
cannot do so, and it is only to a very 
partial extent that I can touch at a'l 
upon what is the real question that is in 
the mind of every hon. Member in this 
House. Ishallnot follow someexamplesset 
me under these circumstances, and I shall 
obey your tuling, Mr. Speaker, not only in. 
the letter but in the spirit. 


I wish to say that I believe that this 
House of Commons could not more de- 
grade itself orlower itself in the estimation 
of those to whom it is responsible, and to- 
the world, than by accepting a view of its 
duty and of the responsibilities of its 
leaders which would be consistent with 
any lengthened delay to a full, free, and 
exhaustive discussion of this question. I 
heard with an admiration which, I am 
sure, was shared by everyone who heard 
him, whether he agreed or differed, the 
speech of extraordinary ability delivered 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Bristol yesterday, and I believe the 
view he stated that the situation which 
had been shadowed forth was an 
absolutely impossible one. We should be 
bencath contempt if, while entrusted with 
the destinies of thiscountry, we permitted 
this question to remain in its present 
position. When speeches of more or less 
importance are made, and when letters. 
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are fired off every day in the news- 
papers; when not merely unauthorised 
programmes bya Member of the Opposi- 
tion, but a programme is put before the 
country by a leading member of the 
Government ; when working men are to 
be appealed to to reverse the fiscal policy 
of the country, and all this under the 
wgis of an Administration which is keep- 
ing an open mind upon the subject, it is 
an absolutely impossible situation. | 
feel that the position is so impossible 
that if it is continued much longer it 
will be disastrous. Of course | wish the 
present Government to continue in 
office, at any rate for some time; and it 
is because I feel that the continuance of 
the Government in office even for that 


time is being rendered impossible by this | 


situation that I do protest against any 
suggestion of that kind, and | do 
earnestly beg of hon. Gentlemen and 


right hon. Gentlemen opposite to take | 


up a position more worthy of themselves 
and more worthy of the House and the 
country. I say it is the duty of the 
Government aad the Leaders of the 
House to arrange that the House of 


Commons shall not be gagged, and that | 
hon. Members shall have a full and free | 


opportunity of discussing that which, 
more than any other question in the 
whole arena of politics, engages its hopes, 
fears, and anxieties to-day, and that upon 
that occasion they themselves will give 
us the advantage of the counsel and 
advice, not of men who differ amongst 
themselves and keep open minds, but of 
a united Cabinet. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, 
Fareham): I agree with the hon. 
Member opposite that this debate is a 
very unreal one. After the speech which 
has just been delivered by the right hon- 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean, I am in still greater doubt as to 
what is in order and what is not in 
order upon this occasion. I have 
listened attentively to almost every word 
in this debate, and I have endeavoured 
to extract from it some light and leading 
to guide me in giving my vote upon this 
Amendment. As a private Member I 
have a right to expect that definite light 
and leading, but hitherto I have certainly 
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not received it. Consequently, I am 
placed in the very undesirable position, 
so abhorrent to Whips, of having to. 
make up my own mind and to think 
fthe matter out for myself. I deeply 
regret to find myself in disagreement 
with the Government on this question of 
repealing the registration duty on corn. 
I regret this especially because I most 
heartily support the suggestion put 
forward by the Prime Minister and: 
the Colonial Secretary that we should 
reconsider and look into the whole of 
our fiscal system, not necessarily, with a 
view to resorting to protection, but with 
a view to finding out whether, after all, 
the present system is the best system for 
this country. With every desire to 
understand the Government position in 
this matter, I must say that it seems to 
me that the two policies of remitting the 
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corn tax and reconsidering our whole 
fiscal position, are diametrically opposed 
tooneanother. Their very atmospheres 
irreconcilable. The one redolent 
of the Central Office and the Whips’ 
Room,and the other breathing something 
of the spirit in which a great Empire 
thinks out its own changing problems, 
and does what it thinks best, regardless 
of party manceuvres or vague threats of 
foreign retaliation. Under these circum- 
stances | am compelled to fall back upon 
the advice I receive from other sources, 
and I refer particularly in the first place 
to the speech of the late Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. To my mind he defined 
the issue beyond all doubt. First of all 
he demonstrated quite clearly that this 
tax was a desirable tax to retain from a 
fiscal point of view, and he said that the 
reasons which he put forward last year 
in proposing the tax were still perfectly 
sound reasons, andthat it wasa tax which 
it was eminently desirable to retain. 
I heartily agree with him, but he went on 
to say that he would nevertheless support 
the remission of the tax because its 
removal would constitute an absolute bar 
to the adoption of any such policy as was 
outlined by the Prime Minister and 
the Colonial Secretary. That makes 
my course very clear. The only other 


authority I would quote is that of a 
journalistic cherub who sits up aloft 
on behalf of a leading Radical organ 
and who, in a serious letter to Zhe Times 
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newspaper a short time ago, stated that 
protection was a necessary cansequence 
of Imperialism, whether Liberal or Con- 


servative. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): And 
conscrij tion afterwards. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: I hope the 
Liberal Imperialists in the House will 
appreciate that remark. He further said 
that the only alternative to the Colonial 
Secretary’s policy was Little Englandism. 
That view is apparently endorsed by a 
distinguished Gentleman on the other 
side of the House, and therefore I 
do not make any further apology for 
quoting it. That seems to me good 
advice from a very Unexpected source, 
and having thus gathered that a vote 
given for the continuation of the corn 
tax is a vote given for the Colonial 
Secretary's and the Prime Minister's 
policy, and that a vote given for the 
Colonial Secretary’s policy is a vote 
against Little Englandism, then my last 
doubts are removed as to which way I 
should vote in this matter. I am anxious 
that my motives and position should be 
quite incapable of being misunderstood, 
and I therefore wish to state unequivo- 
cally that my chief objection to the remis- 
sion of this taxis because | am an ardent 
believerin thegreater policy foreshadowed, 
and because | helieve the two things to be 
absolutely incompatible. I am in the 
fortunate position of having never 
professed to be an out and out free 
trader, and, therefore, I do not feel it 
necessary in passing to bow the knee 
to Baal, as most other gentlemen have 
been compelled todo. At the same time 
I do not call myself a protectionist. 
I prefer the name of Fair Trader, and 
for this reason : fair trade is the direct 
antithesis of the foul trade which is 
causing us so much injury at the present 
time. I do not think it is necessary to 
explain why, after a good many years 
residence in a protectionist colony, and in 
the greatest of protectionist countries, 
the United States, I should not be 
frightened by any bogey ery of protec- 
tion, or that it would spell ruin to a 
great country like this. I may be per- 
haps allowed to quote a saying of a very 
distinguished scientist, who was also a 
-distinguished Liberal, Lord Playfair, 
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who, in 1891, in reference to this 
question of protection spelling ruin 
said— 

“Tf the American system of protection was 


| suecessful in practice ”— 


I do not think the right hon. Baronet 


,the Member for the Forest of Dean 
would say that it has not been suc- 


cessful in practice. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: My argu- 


‘ment was that the natural resources of 


the United States accounted for the 
prosperity there. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: But protection 
developed those resources, and Lord 
Playfair said— 

“If the American system of protection was 
successful in practice, the whole policy of the 
United Kingdom is founded ona gigantic error 
and must lead to our ruin as a commercial 
nation. 

That is, I think, an opinion which 
ought to command respect from the 
other side of the House. At any rate I 
think it is worthy of consideration. The 
right hon. Baronet the Member for 
Forest of Dean also stated that he had 
heard no arguments on the other side of 
the House in the course of this debate in 
favour of protection. This debate has 
not been a very simple and straight- 
forward one, and, owing to Mr. Speaker’s 
ruling, a great many hon. Members, 
including the mover of the Amendment, 
did not have an opportunity of defend- 
ing their position. The extreme free 
traders have on the whole had a better 
opportunity of putting forward their 
side of the case, and perhaps on that 
account they may think they have 
had things a good deal their own 
way. But I cannot congratulate them 
on having put forward as yet any 
well reasoned arguments in support of 
their position. What we have had has 
been mostly old catchwords and gener- 
alities, and mere bold assertions, with- 
out any attempt to prove them. We 
have had the old appeal as to what 
Cobden or Adam Smith. if they had been 
alive and in active politics at the present. 
day, would have done. I do not think I 
need say much on that point beyond 
reminding the House of an answer once 
given by a candidate at a military 
examination. He was asked one of the 
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usual fatuous questions as to what he|I am in a position which I think few 
thought Napoleon would have done if| Members of the House are in. I have 


he had had the command of 


the | consulted my constituents on this 


French Army at the battle of Weerth.| question, so far as has been possible 
'in the very limited time, and so far as | 


His reply was that if Napoleon had been 


present at the battle of Weerth, he would | 


have been such an extremely old man | 
that he would have taken no interest in 


the proceedings. 
story to the cases of Cobden and 
Adim Smith is, I think, sufficiently 
obvious. I quite agree with the 
right hon. Baronet that there must 
be another occasion when this whole 
qjuestion can be discussed, and when 
the reasoned arguments and figures, and 
facts for and against, can be brought 
forward. We know this is an occasion 
when that cannot be done, although 
the right hon. Gentleman did manage to 
work in a few figures—I will not call 
them facts—which I believe to be en- 
tirely inaccurate, with regard parti- 
cularly to the trade of the United States 
of America, of which I do know some- 
thing. And whilst I should not be per- 
mitted on this occasion to refute these 
figures, I hope that on some other 
occasion I shall have an opportunity of 
dealing with them. I would only re- 
mind the right hon. Gentleman of one 
thing. He suggested, that the prosperity 
of the United States and Germany 
was not relatively greater than the 
prosperity of this country. I would 
ask him to glance over the last thirty 
years, and he will tind that during that 
time the export trade of the United 
States has trebled, and that of Germany 
doubled, while our export trade has been 
practically stationary, if not actually 
declining. 

I do not suggest, as regards this very 
unsatisfactory debate, that the free 
traders are all in the wrong, or that 
the fair traders are absolutely right, but 
I do contend that there is room for 
a good deal of calm, scientific discussion 
of the whole problem, though I think 
it is extremely unlikely we are going to 
get it, and I must say that I think the 
Prime Minister’s forecast, or hope, was 
almost pathetically optimistic when he 
said that thecountry would ruminate over 
this question for two years and then come 
toa decision. I could not wait so long. 
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The application of this | 


could gather their opinions in a fort- 
night’s hard work among them, I found 
that there was not the slightest fear on 
their part of any re-examination or over- 
hauling of our fiscal system, even if it 
should lead to the adoption eventually of 
a fair trade policy. I should have liked 
to have dealt with one or two assertions 
put forward by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for South Aberdeen last 
night, because he speaks with great 
authority on everything connected with 
the United States of America, and if his 
remarks are allowed to pass unchallenged 
now, their accuracy might never be 
questioned. I must call particular 
attention to one remark he made. 
He said that ‘the prosperity of the 
United States was a_ testimony to 
free trade rather than protection.”’ I do 
not pretend to know so much about the 
United States as he does, but surely he 
will have noticed that there has been 
an enormous and surprising increase 
in the commercial prosperity of the 
United States since 1891, when the 
M’Kinley tariff was introduced. It was 
almost a prohibitory tariff on all imports. 
In that year the exports from this 
country to the United States were 
valued at £32,000,000, while the 
American exports to this country were 
£97,000,000. Now, after twelve years of 
that tariff the figures have changed, 
and we only export £18,000,000 worth 
to the United States, and they export 
£108,000,000 worth to us, amounting 
to almost an absolute transference of 
trade. I donot see how, that being so, 
he can claim that the prosperity of the 
United States is a testimony to free 
trade rather than protection. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): What I 
did dwell upon was that as far as regards 
food the United States was in the position 
of a free trade country, because she gets 
all the food she wants without any pro- 
tective tariff, and that the cheapness of 


food has been a powerful factor in the 


prosperity of the United States. 
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*Mu. ARTHUR LEE; The right hon. 
Gentleman cannot deny that the general 
cost of living of working men in America 
is at least 20 per cent. higher than in this 
country. 


Mr. BRYCE dissented. 
*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: Then he rejects 


the report of the Royal Commission on 
Depression of Trade in which figures 
were quoted to show that the cost of 
living tor American workmen was 20 per 
cent. higher, and that their wages were 
80 per cent higher than in England. 
That shows that the argument is on 
the side of those who claim that 
an increase in the price of food leads 
to an increase in the rate of wages. 
Could any one who has lived in the two 
countries deny that the general condi- 
tion of the working classes is infinitely 
more favourable in America than in 
this country. 
that the American workman is better 
clothed, better lodged, better fed, and 
better off in every way, and this in 
spite of the fact that he has to pay 
a much higher average rate for his 
living. I could quote in further proof 
of that the Report of the Moseley 
Commission, which states that the 
American working man is at least 25 
per cent. better off than the British 
working man. 

I will conclude by returning for a 
moment to the specific question of the 
registration dutyoncorn. In giving my 
vote for the Amendment I wish to say 
that I have the opinion of my con- 
stituents behind me. They are in the 
same position that | am—they are quite 
unable to understand the Government's 
cnange of front in this matter. Nor can 
they understand why a tax which was 
advocated on broad financial grounds 
in 1902 became unsound, oppressive, 
and unnecessary in 1903. I confess that 
I cannot, nor do I think they can, further 
follow the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
in his reading of political economy 
as given in his speech yesterday. He 
then pointed out, contrary to the whole 
of the Government’s arguments last 
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consumer. It is a little difficult to. 
understand why the political econo- 
mists are so uncertain as to the effect 
of this tax. I agree with the late 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that this 
tax does not fall on the consumer in 
this country, and therefore the right 
hon. Gentleman's professed object to 
remit indirect taxat.on concurrently 
with the reduction in the Income Tax 
will not have that effect. 


Bill. 


THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. krtcute, Croydon): | 
was explaining the difference between 
the duties on tea and flour. The price 


of flour had risen to the full extent, 


I think it is obvious | 


year, that this tax fell entirely on the 
consumer, but in the same breath the) 


right hon. Gentleman declared that the 
increased tax on tea did not bear on the 


and more, of the duty, but that is not 
the case with tea. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: I am afraid 
the right hon. Gentleman’s _ political 
economy is beyond me. I supported the 
Government last year in putting on the 
tax because | thought the arguments 
used by the right hon. Member for 
West Bristol were sound, logical, and 
statesmanlike. I believe them still 
to be so. Indeed, they have been 
proved to be so, and under those 
circumstances I find it quite impos- 
sible to execute the somersault re- 
quired by voting against the tax this 
year. We are told that the reason for 
remitting it was due to the misrepre- 
sentation it had caused, but that excuse 
has already been ridiculed out of court. 
The remission of the tax has pleased: 
nobody, not even the Opposition, and 
has certainly mortified and _ stultified 
a great number of the Government’s 
loyal supporters. It has further thrown 
away two and a half millions of revenue, 
which could have been applied to a very 
useful purpose, even if it had not been 
used as suggested for reducing the tax 
on tea. Another and final reason for 
voting for the retention of the corn 
tax is that the Opposition are against 
it. Being a good Party man I have 
always understood my duty to be to 
oppose the Opposition. I have also 
been informed by old Parliamentary 
hands that when the two Front Benches 
are agreed on any particular policy 
that policy should be regarded with 
more than ordinary suspicion. Under 


all these circumstances, believing as I do. 
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in the wisdom of the suggestions put 
forward by the Prime Minister and the 
Colonial Secretary that we should re- 
discuss our financial position and inquire 
into the whole question of fair trade 
and preferential tariffs, and realising 
that if they are to be encouraged in 
this course, they must receive a mandate 


from the constituencies, I venture to | 


assure the Government that my con- 
stituency, at any rate, is ready to give 
them that mandate. and is not afraid 
of an examination of the whole question. 
Under those circumstances I am anxious 
to encourage the Government in this 


wise course by voting for the retention | 


of the only one of our existing taxes 
which could form a proper germ or 
basis for the new policy. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): Many of us will sympathise 
with the singular position in which the 
hon. Member who has just sat down finds 
himself. He is where some of us have 
been in the past, not being able to 
support the Government whom on 
ordinary occasions we follow. He com- 
menced his remarks by making the same 
plaintive request which fell from the hon. 


Member for the Isle of Wight, who- 


moved the adjournment of the debate 


last night, viz., that as a supporter of the | 
(rovernment he desired to have some. 


light and leading from the Goverr.ment. 


Now there is no more wearisome person | 


in the world than the leader who will not 
lead. [Great laughter, during which the 
Prime Minister entered the House.] I 
will take advantage of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s reappearance to repeat my 
remark, and I hope he will not consider 
it in any way personally disrespectful. 
There is no more wearisome person in 
the world than the leader who will not 
lead. I think the right hon. Gentleman 
heard what fell from the hon. Member 
for Fareham in his pathetic request for 
light and leading, and I hope the right 
hon. Gentleman will give it to the hon. 
Member and to the House before we 
arrive at a decision to-night. I wish to 
devote my remarks to considering two 
aspects of that subject now before the 
House. In the first place, the very 
great and alarming increase in the 
national expenditure; and in the next 
place, the fiscal policy of the Government 
so far as it hangs on to, and is raised 
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| by, the shilling duty on corn. I shall 
endeavour to walk very warily so as to 
keep, so far as I can, within the limits of 
| your ruling, Mr. Speaker. The hon. 
Member who has just sat down says that 
this has been a very unreal debate. On 
the contrary, I think it has been very 
interesting, and as it has progressed the 
matter has opened out, and I believe it 
will only be the precursor of a great deal 
more useful discussion on the same topic. 

The most important incident in our 
proceedings yesterday was the reappear- 
ance of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Bristol. That right 
hon. Gentleman is a great ornament to 
this Assembly. He combines in a most 
unique manner many elements which 
give him a position and an authority 
‘in the House which everyone acknow- 
ledges. He is the oldest Member of 
the House; he is the father of the 
House. He has by practical service on 
Committees in the House at large, and in 
high oftice, acquired a knowledge of the 
procedure and practice of the House 
second to none. We heard you, Sir, 
last year very gracefully acknowledge the 
paramount authority of the right hon. 
Gentleman in a matter of procedure. A 
number of us have seen the right hon. 
Gentleman lead this House with general 
acceptance when he had not at his com- 
mand a majority of the House—a most 
difficult position. In the days when the 
Colonial Secretary was doing good muni- 
cipal service in Birmingham, when the 
present Prime Minister was one of a band 
of four below the gangway, the right hon. 
Gentleman was a Minister of the Crown. 
| Again, the right hon. Gentleman has 
| filled the position of Chancellor of the 
Exchequer longer than any one man con- 
secutively for generations. It is these con- 
| siderations which give such special weight 
'and unique authority to his opinions. 
In the speech which he delivered yester- 
| day with such unique authority, the right 
| hon. Gentleman drew attention in the 
most forcible manner to the leaps and 
_ bounds with which our national expendi- 
ture has mounted up; he pointed to 
the fact that it was increasing to a far 
| greater extent than the automatic increase 
,in the revenue. To illustrate this I will 
take a few figures from four years—the 
last two years for which the Liberal 
'Government were responsible, and two 
first years for which the Conservative 
|Government were responsible. They 
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are to be found in the Return moved 
by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Wolverhampton. The 
net expenditure for the year ending 
31st March, 1887, was £78,000,000, and 
for the year 1896, £85,000,000, or an 
increase of 10 per cent. in the nine 
years from 1887 to 1896, the expendi- 
ture for the year 1899 was £94,000,000, 


and for the year 1904, £128,000,000, | 


or an increase in the eight years, from 


1896 to 1904, of 50 per cent. I may | 


say that there is not a penny in these 
figures arising from the war in South 


Africa. These figures tell atale. Weall , 


know the increase arises almost wholly 
from one item—the expenditure on 
military and navalarmaments. In 1887 
the expenditure on armaments was 
£32,000,000, and in 1896 £38,000,000. 
In 1899 the expenditure on arma- 
ments was £44,000,000, and in 1904 
£69,000,000. Theincrease for the period 
of nine years, from 1887 to 1896, was 
20 per cent.; and the increase for the 
eight years, from 1896 to 1904, was 81 
per cent. That is an appalling increase. 
It cannot go on. No one recognises 
that more strongly than the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bristol. 
We heard a most significant statement 
last night—a statement the like of which 
is not often heard in this House. It 
was that if his protest as to expenditure in 
the Cabinet had met with more sympathy 
he would hardly be speaking from the 
seat from which he spoke last night ; his 
resignation would not have been neces- 
sary. Then the right hon. Gentleman 
went on to say that— 

“The Estimates this year have shown an 
increase which is not justified by anything 
within my knowledge.” 

These are words of great gravity coming 
from a man of his experience. Ex- 
penditure depends on policy. Mr. 
Disraeli emphasised that over and over 
again. And in this connection nothing 
has been more marked than the change 
of policy in respect to territorial expan- 
sion, in respect to armaments, in respect 
to the attitude of the mind of the 
country and of Ministers here towards 
that blessed word “ peace,’ that has 
taken place during the last twenty years. 
Lord Aberdeen was Prime Minister 
during the Crimean War, and he left it 
on record that he did not think it right 


Mr. John Ellis. 
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| to erect a church for the worship of God 
| on his estate because, almost unwillingly. 
“he had drifted into that war. What a 
contrast to a man who does not hesitate 
to say that if he had any share in 
bringing about the Boer war, it would 
be a feather in his cap. There you 
have, in a nutshell, the difference 
between the two epochs; and I say we 
must return to the spirit which animated 
Earl Grey, Lord John Russell Lord 
Aberdeen, Sir Robert Peel, and Mr. 
Gladstone with respect to peace and our 
foreign relations, and we must depart 
from the spirit of the long-spoon speech 
and retaliation. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The observations of 
the hon. Gentleman do not appear 
to me to be relevant to the particular 
Amendment before the House. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I thought, Mr. 
Speaker, that we were allowed to dis- 
cuss the Finance Bill with the Amend- 
,ment. I beg pardon; I was led away 
unwittingly. 

Now I turn to my second point, which 
I think is raised distinctly by the pro- 
posal in the Finance Bill to withdraw 
the corn duty, and the proposal in 
the Amendment to retain it. Ofcourse, 
the corn duty itself is not a very large 
|matter. It does not raise a great 
amount of revenue. It is only really 


important when it becomes the battle-cry 


and flag between the opposing forces of 
protection and free trade. In so far as 
|it raises that very great issue, it is an 
'extremely important matter. It is in 
vain, I venture to say, for the right 
| hon. Gentleman the Member for Slea- 
| ford—though he does it, of course, with 
/the utmost good faith—to say that this 
tax has no element of protection in it. 
We welcomed yesterday the speech of 
the Secretary to the Treasury, which 
had not much flavour of what is called 
the Front Bench about it. He distinctly 
declared that the Members of the great 
deputation to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had, as was evident, some- 
thing else in their mind than mere 
fiscal revenue. They had looming in 
_ their minds a change in our fiscal policy. 


‘That is an enormous issue. It is a 
‘fundamental revolution. I suppose 


| after what has been said by the right 
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hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Bristol, we may drop the word “ misre- 
presentation.”” But there has been, not 
only in regard to this particular duty, 
but in regard to the whole question of 
free trade to protection, an amount of 


misapprehension and misunderstanding | 


which is almost inconceivable. The 
name of Mr. Cobden has been very 
freely used. Mr. Cobden was not the 
only free trader, although, of course, no 


one can deprive him of the great glory | 


of making a free trade policy inevitable. 
But Sir Robert Peel was the Prime 
Minister who carried these things through 
the House. I inviteany hon. Member to 
look back on the slow and sure steps by 
which Sir Robert Peel—that most saga- 
cious, high-minded, and able statesman 
—passed from protection to free trade. 
The resistless force of logic and cireum- 
stance brought home to his mind the 
fact that free trade was the only policy 
for this country. Sir Robert Peel, even 
before 1841, professed that he had a 
general conviction of the truth of free 
trade principles, and the great tariff re- 
form of 1842, which was the greatest 
work, Mr. Gladstone said, he ever had to 
perform, was based on the policy of 
removing restrictions. Here, again, 
there has been a great fallacy. It has 
been said that we entered upon a free 
trade policy because other nations were 
about to adopt it. Nothing of the kind. 
We did it despite other nations. Sir 
tobert Peel told the House of Commons 
that he had no guarantee to give that 
other nations would follow our example. 
We did it for reasons of our own, and 
simply in our own interest. The match- 
less Budget of 1853, brought forward by 
Mr. Gladstone, and the Budget of 1860, 
which I well remember hearing from 
the gallery of this House, were saturated 
with free trade principles. The right 
hon. Gentleman opposite spoke of a 
vital change, and referred to the fiscal 
policy which had been accepted by 
this country for fifty years, and which 
had also been accepted by his own 
party. That is perfectly true. We want 
to discuss this matter free from party. 
l'ree trade and protection have ceased 
to be party matters. 
usual opposition to this declaration 


from the Member for Bristol, from the 
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I noticed the | 
am convinced there are only two roads 
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hon. and gallant Gentleman the Member 
for Central Sheffield; but he has not 
read his history. The question of free 
trade and protection was settled in this 
House in November, 1852. Mr Villiers 
brought forward a Resolution affirming 
the adhesion of the House and the 
country to free trade. Mr. Disraeli was 
then Chancellor of the Exchequer and was 
unwilling to accept the precise words of 
Mr. Villiers. The Resolution was de- 
feated by 256 votes to 336. Lord 
Palmerston moved a Resolution also 


‘affirming a free trade policy, which Mr. 


Disraeli accepted on behalf of the Govern- 
ment. The whole of the free traders, 
Liberals and Tories to the number of 465, 
supported it. The protectionist minority 
was fifty-three, a figure which I do not 
suppose will be reached to-night. The 
question was then absolutely and finally 
settled and removed beyond Party. It is 
not a Party question, and it will not be 
our fault if it becomes one. I am not 
speaking from mere reading in this matter. 
One of my immediate forefathers, whose 
name I bear, sat on these Benches during 
the struggle, and well do I recollect hear- 
ing from him a few years after of what 
took place at that time. 


I turn now, in conclusion, to a matter 
which I wish to press on the attention 
of the Prime Minister. Does the right 
hon. Gentleman really think that he 
can, in this great matter, maintain the 
position he has taken up? He is Prime 
Minister of these realms. The country 
has a right to know, I was going to 
say the world has a right to know, 
but certainly our colonies have the 
right to know, what is the mind of 
the Government on this subject. We 
owe the whole position to the master- 
ful impulses of one Minister and to the 
terrible nonchalance of another. The right 
hon. Gentleman owes it to the country 
that, before this debate closes, he shouid, 
so far as he can, make the position of the 
The hon. 
Member for the Fareham Division said 
he had his constituents behind him. Well, 
that has to be proved in the case of each 
of us. So far as I am _ concerned, 
the svoner the test comes the better. 
Some of us will disappear from this 
House for ever. Some of us, if we 
desire it, will come back again. But I 


in this matter. One road is the road of 
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protection, which will involve suspicion, 
distrust, and dislike abroad ; and, at home, 
poverty, discontent, despair, possibly 
something worse, and above all a turning 
away from those things which are vital 
to the real welfare of the country. but 
if we take the road of the fiscal policy to 
which this country has adhered with most 
satisfactory results for fifty years, and lay 
aside this restless spirit of recent years, we 
tay go forward in the path of progress 
at home, paying attention to those much 
needed social and industrial reforms, 
which, when carried into effect, will build | 
up our nation. Abroad, we will resume our | 
place among the nations without suspicion 
and without any idea of retaliation ; and 

, ‘ eo ae 
we will make the name of the United | 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, | 
in association with the free common- 
wealths of Australia, South Africa, and 
Canada, respected and beloved throughout | 
the world. 








| 

Sir J. BLUNDELL MAPLE (Cam ber- 
well, Dulwich): I have listened to-day 
to a great many speeches, and | listened 
to many yesterday, but very few of the 
speeches | have heard in the course of 
this debate touch the subject matter 
before the House. The subject we have 
to discuss is the Amendment of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Slea- 
ford. I have no intention of dealing 
with the great fiscal policy of the 
country, upon which my opinions agree 
entirely with what I understand to be 
the opinion of the Colonial Secretary. 
I believe in free trade if we can have 
it in every nation on the earth, but I do 
not agree with it if we are to have free 
imports coming into our ports and pay- 
ing no share of the taxes of this country. 
I was delighted when I found the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was able to 
review in a satisfactory way the possi- 
bility of taking taxes off, and specially 
upon food. There is no doubt the late , 
Chancellor of the Exchequer when he 
put on the tax last year was wise in 
putting it on. I believe that very little 
of this tax was borne by the consumers. 
A great deal of it was borne by the con- 
signors of corn to this country. The 
whole question for the Cabinet is which 
is the best thing to do. Whether they 
should tax other things to be consumed 
or take the tax off wheat. We all recog- 


Mr. John Ellis. 
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nise that whatever we do we must not 
make it more costly for the working 
classes of this country to live, but we 
are also aware of the fact that we are 
exacting £31,000,000 a year by the 
duties on sugar, tea, tobacco, and other 
exports coming into this country, which 
are paid by the consumers of this 
country. If you remove the tax on tea, 
which means a saving of 3d. a week to 
the working man’s family, and that tax 
is put upon corn, which is equivalent to 
an increase of 2d., the working man 
would gain by the operation. He would 
therefore have nothing to complain of if 
he gained Id., and it by an operation 
of this kind we were brought into closer 
connection with our colonies, he would 
be a greater gainer because more work 
would come into the country, by which 
he would benefit. The right hon. 
Member for Sleaford is of opinion that 
there are many who think with him 
that the Government would be wiser to 
take off some of the duty upon tea, and 
leave the duty on corn, but the Govern- 
ment have decided not to do so, and, thev 
having done so, we cannot help ou:- 
selves. 


I know that my right hon. frien | 
intends to divide the House upon 
it, and I am sorry for that, because | 
cannot vote with himon this occasion, 
although my feelings are entirely in 
accord with his views. I feel that tlie 
Government have made a mist«ke, but | 
cannot vote for my right hon. friend 
upon an Amendment which, if successful, 
would only result in turning out tle 
Government. The whole question of 
fiscal policy will be dealt with very soon, 
and I am sure when we review all these 
great questions it will be found to the 
advantage of the Empire if we can 
arrive at a fiscal policy which will suit 
the fiscal policy of our colonies, anl 
which will not make it more diffi 
cult for the working man to live. 
The cheaper the labour and the cheaper 
the raw material the cheaper can the 
working man live. The Colonial Secre- 
tary said recently that we might have 
to tax raw materia's. If we had to 
do so it would most surely follow that 
when we exported the finished article 
there would be a drawback upon it, and 
therefore the material would not be 
dearer. That brings me back to the 
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case of bread. Biscuits are exported in 
large quantities, and on those biscuits 
exported the tax paid on the corn would 
be equalised by the allowance or draw- 
back conceded. The study of the whole 
of the fiscal policies of the world points to 
the fact that very great success attends 


those countries where a system of pro- | 
tection is in force, or which, in other | 


words, protect their workpeople, and if 
we adopt such a system, and at the same 


time do not increase the cost of living, our | 


workpeople will be better off than they 
were before. 


*Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): I gather, 


so far as I amable from the speech of the | 


hon. Baronet who has just sat down, that 
he finds his reason and his feelings in 
conflict one with the other, and, as it 


not infrequently happens when a conflict | 


of that kind takes place in the human 
bosom, reason goes to the wall, and the 
hon. Gentleman proposes to follow the 


guidance of his feelings. That is a matter | 


which he has to settle with his own con- 


science. and perhaps with his constituency. | 


3ut my object in rising is to ask the 
attention of the House for a few moments 
to the situation which confronts us—a 
situation more grotesque, and, I venture 
to say, from a Parliamentary point of 


view, more indecent, than falls within the | 


experience or the memory of the oldest 
Member of Parliament. How do we 
stand here? We have been engaged 
now for the best part of three sittings 
nominally and ostensibly in discussing 
the continuance of the corn tax ; but, 
as a matter of fact, during the whole of 
that time every one has been thinking, 
and almost every speaker who has taken 
part in the debate has been talking, about 
something entirely different. I shall 
endeavour to keep strietly within the 
ruling which you, Mr. Speaker, have laid 
‘down. It is true that everyone prefaces 
his remarks with the expression of that 
‘pious intention ; but, at all events, I will 
‘say this—that I will, so far as I can, 
cavoid dealing with any topic which has 
not been the subject of reference or dis- 
cussion in the course of these debates. 
More than that I am unable to promise. 


As regards the corn tax, which, as I have 
said, is the immediate and ostensible 
subject of debate, it is to me at this 
moment—as I venture to think it is t6 
minety-nine out of every 100 Members 
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who sit upon either side of the House— 
an Unsolved and undecipherable mystery 
either why the Cabinet, as a Cabinet, 
imposed it last year, or why the Cabinet, 
as a Cabinet, are dropping it this year. 
Upon a simple question of fact, I have 
never known in this House such a 
multiplicity of irreconcilable versions 
from the persons, and the only persons, 
|'who are qualified to speak. Was the 
tax impozed last year mainly and 
primarily as a war tax, or was it im 
posed mainly and primarily as a first 
instalment in the process of enlarging 
the area of indirect taxation? I cannot 
say. But, Sir, the problems connected 
with the imposition of the tax are 
simplicity themselves compared with the 
problems connected with its abandon- 
ment. Why has it been abandoned ? 
Is it because, as the Chancellor o! the 
Exchequer told us yesterday, and | 
entirely agree with him, because it falls 
on the consumer— because, in other 
words, being a tax on the first necessary 
of life, it is am unnecessary burden 
which ought to be lifted at the earliest 
possible moment from the shoulders of the 
poorest class of the community? That 
_is one theory of the abandonment of the 
tax which | can understand, follow, and 
appreciate. But is it being abandoned 
because, as the Colonial Secretary says. 
‘in a letter which he has_ recently 
addressed to a correspondent, and which 
is public property — 
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“It does not fall in any way on the con- 
suimer,” 


| and becAuse— 


“It has been met by a reduction of price 
and freights in the United States of America.” ’ 


| In other words, is it being abandoned as 
'a magnificent piece of international 
‘altruism, as a fresh demonstration of 
our love for our kinsmen across the 
| Atlantic, to whom, according to this 
| theory of the abandonment of the tax, 
| we are going to make, out of the British 
| Exchequer a present of £2,500,000 ? 
I should like to know which theory of 
the abandonment of the tax is the theorv 
of His Majesty’s Government, and 
particularly the theory of the Prime 
| Minister. Those who, like myself, and 
like my right hon. and hon. friends who 
|sit on this side of the House, opposed 
the imposition of the tax last year, 
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naturally have listened not without 


complacency to the course of this debate. — 
Every single argument that we used | 


lsat year by way of prophecy, either as 
to the incidence or as to the effect of the 
tax, was last night demonstrated from 
that box by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, with the aid of carefully sifted 


and digested official figures, to have been | 


absolutely justified bythe event. Never, 
[ venture to say, in Parliamentary history 
has an Opposition, small in number, 
impotent in the division lobby, been so 
rapidly and so completely vindicated out 
of the mouths of its opponents. 


I am not going to trespass on the 
patience of the House by travelling again 
over this too familiar ground. I wish to 
refer totwo larger questions which | hope, 
in accordance with the narrowest inter- 
pretation of the rules which govern our 
proceedings upon this very anomalous 
occasion, will be found to be strictly and 
even necessarily relevant to the Amend- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite. The first question is this— 
und it is a question which I now address 
to His Majesty’s Government, and as to 
which I hope before the debate is over 
we shall have an authoritative answer. 
Whatever may have been the motive, 
what is the intention of the Government 
in dropping this tax? Is it to be 
abolished or is it to be onlyhungup? It 
is dead; we all know it is dead. We 
are performing its funeral rites. But 
what is the word that you are going to 


carve on its tombstone ? Is it Lequiescat | 
That is the first | 


or is it Lesurgam ? 
question as to which I want an answer 
from the Government to-day. There is 
a second, and a still larger and more im- 
portant one, and that is this. This is a 
tax on imported food, and upon that 
class of imported food which constitutes 
a staple of the first necessary of life for 
the bulk of our population. It is a 
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‘I venture to tell the Government the 
House of Commons cannot and will 
not be content with the confused and 
warring dicta of individual Ministers. 
They are entitled to, and they intend 
before the debate is over to get, the 
collective judgment, if there be one, 
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of the Cabinet as a whole. Upon 
both the points to which I have 
referred, the Chancellor of the Ex- 


chequer last night made, if not wholly 
satisfactory, at any rate very reassuring 
declarations. He means, I gather from 
what he told us, to bury this tax 
beyond the hope or chance of resurrec- 
tion; he is opposed to protective duties. 
on foods in any shape or form. Very 
well; so far so good. But are these, 
or are they not, the views of His 
Majesty’s Government ? The right hon. 
Gentleman yesterday, in the earlier 
part of his speech, produced at that 
box and read to the House a very 
remarkable document. I have not seen 
it, of course; but so far as one could 
judge at this distance it appeared to 
be a record, I will not say of a treaty, 


| but at any rate of a truce. But when 


/end of 


sample, a type of a whole class of taxa- | 
tion, and you cannot, I venture to submit | 


to the House, discuss the expediency or 
policy of the abandonment of this particu- 
lar sample without considerin: the whole 
question as to whether or not it is a 
class of taxation which, in the opinion 
of His Majesty’s Government, it is 
politic or permissible to make a 
permanent part of our fiscal system. 
These are both questions as to which 


Mr. Asquith. 


the right hon. Gentleman came to the 
his recital I confess that tor 
once—I think it is the first time in 
my Parliamentary experience—I shared 
the views of my hon. and gallant 
friend the Member for Central Sheffield, 
because, like him, I felt in a state of 
complete bewilderment and doubt as to: 
what was the precise: point in that 
document at which the right hon. 
Gentleman ceased to express his own 
| personal views and began to express. 
the collective views of his colleagues. 
in the Cabinet. I listened most care- 
fully, and I shall be very glad if even 
now he, or any of his colieagues, wilh 
supply the defects either of our hearing 
or our understanding and tell us 


| exactly how we stand. 


The bulk of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer’s speech was an elaborate, and :f 
confess I thought a cogent and convincing 
refutation of the fallacies which the 
Colonial Secretary has recently been 
spreading abroad, not only about this 
corn tax, but about the whole class 
of taxation to which it belongs. I do 
not see the Colonial Secretary here 
now. [At this point Mr. Chamberlain 





entered the House, and took his place: 
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by the side of the Prime Minister. ] 
I am glad to see the right hon. 
Gentleman has come in now. I think 
he was present last night during the 


speech of the Chancellor of the Ex- | 


chequer—a compliment which I observe 


Ministers do not always pay to one. 
responsible for the fiscal arrangements of: 


another—and I see the right hon. 
Gentleman—and I am glad to see it— 
still sits on that Bench. What are we 
to infer? The right hon. Gentleman 
heard a speech ot his colleague, who, 
I must beg leave to remark, as Chancellor 
of the Exchequer is the person primarily 
responsible tor the finances of this 
country, and, according to constitutional 
und Parliamentary usage, the authorised 
exponent of the fiscal policy of His 
Majesty’s Government. The right hon. 
Gentleman heard that speech, and, as 
I say, he still sits on that Bench. Is 
he a convert to the views of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer? Do we 
witness the always grateful spectacle 
of a brand plucked from the burning ! 
—a backslider brought home again by 
the gentle and persuasive influence of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
the old fold from which, in days 
gone by, the right hon. Gentleman 
put forward such loud and edifying 
professions of the true, economic faith. 
If that is the true explanation of the 
phenomenon which we witness, I con- 
gratulate the Chancellor of the , Ex- 
chequer upon the unexpected success 
of an unusually arduous effort in the 
field of missionary work. But perhaps 
that is not the true explanation, and if 
not, 1 ask again how do we stand ? 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer told 
us yesterday that some Ministers—l 
think that was the phrase he used— 


had been expressing individual opinions | 
5 | 
of their o in relation to this matter. | cars shall be allowed to travel along the 


Among the “some Ministers” to whom 
the right hon. Gentleman vaguely, I 
will not say contemptuously, alluded, 
1 think the Prime Minister was included. 
This is a matter which goes far beyond 
the subject before the House of Commons 

-the removal or the continuance of the 
corn tax. Here we have two Ministers 
of the Crown seated at this moment 


upon that Bench, separated the one | 


from{the other only by the intervention 
of the Prime Minister himself. 
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them, the Colonial Secretary, is the 
Minister who is constitutionally re- 
sponsible for the management of the 
relations between this country and the 
outlying parts of the Empire ; the other, 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, as I 
pointed out a moment ago, is the Minister 


the United Kingdom and a great part of 
the Empire. Thesetwo Ministers, if weare- 
to abandon the genial, but, I am afraid, 
the not very probable hypothesis, which 
I ventured to put forward a few moments. 
ago, of secret recantation and reconcilia- 
tion—if they still remain of the same 
frame of mind in which they were two 
days ago—are here propounding funda- 
mental.y and irreconcilably divergent 
views in a matter which affects more- 
vitally than any other matter in the 
whole range of politics the unity of the 
Empire and the fiscal arrangements and 
prosperity of the country. 


We were told by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer yesterday—and the Prime 
Minister adum brated at any rate a similar 
view in a speech he made in this House: 
just before the recess—that Ministers are 
entitled to hold and express independent 
opinions on questiens of public policy. 
So they are. There is a large number 
of matters as to which, without any. 
want of loyalty, without any breach of. 
the obligations of Party, without any. 
want of allegiance to the public duty 
which this country requires from its. 
statesmen, Ministers may hold and ex- 
press divergent views. And there is a 
number of other questions as to which 
they may invite discussion and inquiry, 
either by Committee, Commission, or 
any other instrument you please. If it 
is a question of the speed at which motor- 


highways, or if it is a question of the 
number of decimals of an inch to which 


the linen collar of an officer may be allowed 


to be exposed by the War Office—that is. 
a very fit subject for discussion and 
inquiry, and aseto which Ministers, and 
Members of Parliament too, may very 
well claim to have an open mind. But 
we are not dealing with matters of that 
kind here. We are dealing here with a 
question which goes deep down to the 
very root of our national and our 
Imperial existence, and. L say that it is 
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not only without precedent or example, 
but an entire departure trom the condi- 
tions and rules of our public life that ina 
matter of this kind important and 
responsible Ministers—the Ministers im- 
mediately and directly concerned—should 
be allowed not merely to emit on public 
platforms discordant opinions, but that 
they should pose as propagandists—that 
is what they do—of two wholly irre- 
-concilable views of public policy, which 
one of them at any rate, declares he in- 


tends to make the cardinal issue at the | 


next general election. That, to my mind, 
is the real significance of the  situa- 
tion, and I have risen for the purpose, 
in these few words, of uttering a protest 
not only on behalf of the Opposition but, 
I believe, on behalf of the vast majority 
-of Members on both sides of this House 
against a practice which if it were once 
allowed would put an end to Ministerial 
responsibility and Cabinet Government. 


Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): While I con- 
gratulate the Government upon the 
‘courage they have shown in taking off 
.this tax, I desire to put forward a few 
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the atmospheric conditions in the United 
States. For that reason it has made no 
difference whatever to the price of corn 
in our land, and the whole of that shilling, 
so far as we can understand, has been 
paid by the consumer of corn in this 
country. Although the facts have shown 
that we were correct on that point, that 
was only a small part of our objection to 
Our real objections were far 
greater, and the history of it has shown 
most conclusively how right we were in 
opposing it. In speaking on this quis- 
tion I would do so as a free trader and 
as one who has nothing to explain, one 
who has not to explain his past history 
in voting for a tax on food as a war tax, 
and should like to point out what are 
the principal lessons that we learned 
from it. The first lesson we got from 
this tax was the hostility of the people of 
this country to a tax on corn. We 
heard from the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Wolverhampton last 
night the effect of it on by-elections, 
which to those who studied the subject 
showed that the people of this country 
objected to its imposition ; anc the objec- 


views on the situation which its imposi-| tion was shown in the only manner open 


ition has produced. 


The right hon. | to them—viz., in an_ election. 


They 


‘Gertleman who has just sat down said, | clearly proved that its imposition, amd 


-and = truly 
shown more ‘than almost anything in 
imodern times how right were those 
who opposed its original imposition. 


It | 


said, that this duty has | still more any increase of it which would 


be the result of its maintenance, would 
meet with the most determined hostility 
from the people. How is the position of 


‘has borne out in every respect the! the Government affected by the imposi- 


‘opinions that were formed of it. 


I do} tion of this corn duty ? How has it 


not wish to go into a long controversy, | been affected by the proposal which we 
‘which I thought had heen settled, as to | feel certain will be carried ? 


whether the tax is borne by the consumer | 


-or the producer. The figures given last 
night by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
proved that ; but we have had to-day and 
‘we shall have again, no doubt, assertions 
from one man or another that taxes of 
‘this kind can be imposed without injury 
to those who pay them, and that they 
will be borne entirely by the foreign 
producer. I should like to point out the 
history of this tax and how it has borne 
out what we said. We said it would 
make no alteration in the consumption of 
corn or in the production of corn in this 
country, and therefore it would make no 
alteration in the demand for foreign corn 
in this land. It has made no 


difterence in the supply of corn to us. 
Even the most rabid protectionist has | 
mot asserted that this duty has affected 


Mr. Asquith. 





I do not agree with the right hon. 


| Gentleman the Member for East Fite, 


or with those who have spoken from 
that bench, and many who have 
spoken on this side of the House, 
that the position of the Government 
is—I think the right hon. Gentleman 
said—grotesque and indecent. I can- 
not help feeling that, grave as is tlie 
position of affairs, difficult as it may be 


| for individual Members of the Party and 


for Members of the Government, it is a 
position which, under all the cireum- 
stances of the case, is a reasonable. a 
possible, and a proper position. In 
opposing the tax last year one of the 
greatest objections made to it was that it 
would raise hopes and anticipations, not 


‘only in this country but throughout the 
| 





I ee 
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world, with regard to alterations in our | tion from the Colonial Secretary—the 


policy. I felt that it would raise hopes 
in the minds of our colonial brethren in 
every one of our colonies that they 
would get some per-onal advantage from 
the alteration in our policy, and there- 
fore I was not surprised to find that the 
evils I feared have come to pass ; although 


{ did not expect they would come in so | 


serious a form as they have come before 
the country. We have to take the facts 
as we find them. We have the one fact 
that the great industrial classes of this 
country, like the great industrial classes 
all over the world, are hostile to taxes 
being imposed on their food. 
seen it stated in the papers that other 
countries pay food taxes chee fully. 


France and Germany those interested in | 


the production of food have a majority 
in the electoral machinery of the Govern- 
ment, and the industrial classes are 
hostile not only to that particular 
policy but are hostile largely to the 
whole constitution of society. You have 
in Germany taxes on food. In that 
country two-thirds of the industrial 
voters are socialists, and hostile to the 
whole conditions of society. Do you 
think it would be wise to risk the raising 


of the same frame of mind in the great | 


industrial classes which form the vast 
majority of the population of this 
country? That is one thing you have 
to remember. Then you have the vast 
complexity and size of your foreign 
trade. You have the fact that numbers 
of your population are dependent upon 


and most objectionable for any sudden | 
change to be made in your fiscal policy. | 
What have you on the other side? For | 
good or evil you passed this tax last | 
year. You passed it in spite of the} 
opposition of hon. Gentlemen opposite, | 
and against the advice of many Mem | 
bers on this side of the House. It is 
done, and you have to face the effects of 
it. You have received from the colonies | 
—not altogether definitely, but to a_ 
sufficiently large extent to enable you to | 
understand it—a demand that through 
the medium of this corn tax they shall 
be given some advantage over their com- | 


petitors in the production of corn and| 


| 








I have | 


In | 


| to the facts of the matter concerned. 


| Minister especially in touch with those 
/colonies—that in his opinion that de- 
| mand is entitled to receive the careful 
consideration of the country. And you 
have had further the statement thaz in 
his opinion—so far as it goes—that policy 
would have his support. 


! 
Now, what policy are weto adopt? We 
have before us to-day the policy for the re- 
mitting and abolishing of this tax, and we 
havethe policy of keeping it on. I feel con- 
fident that the policy which the Govern- 
ment are adopting in taking it off is the 
correct one, and I shall vote against the 
Amendment of the right hon. Member 
for Sleaford with the greatest pleasure 
/on that ground, and also on the general 
objections I have always had to the tax. 
| To-day we have a demand from the 
right hon. Member for East Fife, and 
| from other hon. and right hon. Gentle- 
men who sit on that Front Bench, that 
the Government should make a definite 
declaration almost at the moment as to 
what their fiscal policy is to be—not 
with reference to the removal of this tax. 
but with reference tothe future. I hope 
the Government will not accede to that 
demand. I feel positive—I am a free- 
trader and I have no fear whatever as 
to the results of any inquiry as to the 
question of free trade—that in our trade 
withourcolonies, inour trade with foreign 
countries it is our system of free imports 


‘and our system of free food that we 
| depend on, not only to feed our people; 
it, aed Chek unahees 1 mecek endesinndle | but also for the maintenance of our 


manufacturing supremacy, and I feel 
confident that whatever feeling has arisen 
it is largely due to misconception and 
mistake both as to the forces which 
govern the distribution of goods, and as 

J 
would suggest to the Government that 
there should be some inquiry into the 
real position of our trade with our 
colonies—into the real question which 
has been and is the main element in 
what has been raised by this tax—viz., 
the question of giving them a preference 
as against foreign countries. What is the 
present state of our trade? Is there 
anyone in this House who can con- 


fidently believe that he can say what 


food. And what makes it still more/the present state of trade with the 


serious is that you have had a declara- colonies is ? 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. The 
hon. Member is not in order in referring 
to that question. 


~ Mr, SEELY: I have endeavoured to 
the best of my ability to remain within 
the bounds of order. I hope that His 
Majesty’s Government will maintain the 
attitude they have adopted of declining 
to allow themselves to be led into main- 
taining the imposition of this corn tax, 
and | shall give them in repealing this 
tax my cordial support; and I am sure 
they will also have the cordial support of 
the vast industrial population of this 
country. I hope the Government will 
not be led away into giving a premature 
decision upon a question which is so 
grave and the importance of which 
everyone can realise. As to the result 
of an inquiry I have no doubt whatever, 
but I donot think a preliminary decision 
ought to be given without any inquiry, 
and without that knowledge which will 
come by the lapse of time in regard to 
taxes on corn and other matters con- 
nected with it, and in regard to the 
trade with our colonies. Such a 
decision I am sure would be fraught 
with evil to the Party and to the 
country, whose trade, and commerce, 
and people are committed to our charge. 


Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe): I feel some diffidence in 
rising this afternoon as a representative 
of trades unionists after what I read 
the other day in the letter written by 
the Colonial Secretary. I know that 
the opinion among the working men in 
Birmingham has changed, and upon the 
question of taxing the food of the people 
the labour party in Birmingham will 
give the electors an opportunity of 
declaring whether they will change 
their fiscal policy or their representative. 
We hail with pleasure the opportunity 
of fighting the next election upon the 
question of taxing the food of the people. 
Something has been said as to who pays 
this tax. Coming from Lancashire I 


can assure this House that nine-tenths of 
the common food of the people is baked 
by the wives in their homes, and on the 
admission of all hon. Gentlemen and 
right hon. Gentlemen in this debate 
there is no dispute that flour has 
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increased in price; and if nine-tenths of 
them have had to pay the increased 
price of flour they must have paid some- 
thing towards that £2,500,000. Take 
the increased price of bread. I notice 
that reference is always made to the 
4 Ib. loaf, but the 4 Ib. loaf is scarcely 
ever seen in Lancashire, and what is seen 
is nominally the 2 lb. loaf. The figures: 
given last night by the hon. Member for 
Bury show that in no single instance 
has there been a decrease in price, but 
in several instances there has been an 
increase, and those statistics were given 
by the Board of Trade Labour Depart- 
ment. I will give another instance to: 
show that an increase in price can come 
about without the Board of Trade know- 
ing anything about it. It is a case 
which occurred in my own district. It 
is a well-known fact that bakers need not. 
say how much bread they are giving 
for the price they charge. All they 
need to do is to hold the scales in 
such a position that the purchaser can 
see the weight. In case of dispute all the 
seller needs to show is that the scale was: 
open tothe eyes of the purchaser. In one 
case 'a boy was sent to purchase a loaf,, 
and he stood at the counter with a row 
of bottles in front of him, and he could 
see the end of the scales with the loaf 
on it but not the end where the weight 
was. On that point alone the seller was 
fined heavily for deceiving the public. 
It is altogether forgotten that the baker 
has a right to take off two ounces in 
the weight, and that is done to a large 
extent in many Lancashire districts. 
There is no sum payable in the coin 
of the realm small enough to represent 
this tax on bread, but the baker gets the 
difference in other ways. Something 
was said by the hon. Member for New- 
castle upon this matter, and I made an 
audible smile when he referred to 30 
per cent. of the workers living below 
the living wage limit. I did not smile 
at that statement, because I have lived 
too long myself near the border line to 
laugh at that, but what I was laughing 
at was the remedy of tightening your 
waistbelt for the hungry belly. That 
is not the policy working men will accept,. 
but it is the policy which my hon. friend 
supports when he votes for a tax om 
bread. When this matter is thoroughly 
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understood by the working men of this 
country they will want something 
different to a pol.cy of tightening up 
the belt. 

Something has been said in this 
debate about the condition of labour 
in America. Upon this question I speak 
irom investigations made by myself and 
six other gentlemen representing em- 
ployers in Lancashire. At their invita- | 
tion I went as a representative operative 
to consider the conditions of the cotton 
trade in America. Just twelve months 
ago to-day I returned, and the facts I 
obtained there along with my colleagues 
are fresh in my mind. I would sooner 
deal with this question of the condition 
of labour abroad from what I have seen 
myself than from statistics quoted in 
this House. I will take the cotton 
centre of the Northern States of America. 
There the wages are higher but the 
hours are longer, and that fact never 
seems to be mentioned here. The hours 
of labour in Lancashire are fifty-five per | 
week, but in Rhode Island they ;are 
sixty per week. Again, the piece-work 
rate paid by employers in America is 
iess than in Lancashire, and the reason 
why they earn higher wages in America 
is on account of the longer hours and 
other circumstances of a technical char- 
acter which I should not be permitted 
to go into now, and which only those 
closely acquainted with the cotton trade 
can understand. It is sufficient to say 
that the actual piece-work rate paid by 
the American cotton manufacturers is 
lower for all general goods than the price 
paid by the Lancashire employers. But 
that is not the worst aspect of the case. 
Hon. Members must remember that 
there is a Southern State in America as 
well as a Northern. One thousand 
miles lower down in the country, many 
miles nearer the cotton, mills have been 
built, and there, instead of receiving 
wages equal to the Lancashire operatives, 
they receive less wages and work from 
sixty-nine to seventy-two hours per 
week. I came back from my visit to 
America content to temain a Britisher. 
My advice to working men is that we 
can give you better conditions of labour 
in our own country than you will find 
in America in the cotton trade. 

The hon. Member for Newcastle asked 
me if I should be prepared to consider 
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if the facts given by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Cambridge 
University could be _ substantiated. 
In reply to that I would say that we 
have not had the opportunity of putting 
before the House some of the remedies 
that we desire as a Labour Party, and 
after we have tried these and find that 
we have no other remedy left, then we 
will consider how far it will affect us to 
adopt the suggestion which has been 
made. I may say that some of the 
moves we have made have been check- 
mated by monopolies; the result of 
cheap trains has been increased rents, 
and the result of cheap trams established 
by the London County Council has been 
increased rents. We have to deal with 
the monopolists in these cases, and we 


want a Government which is willing to 
support such things as the municipalisa- 
tion of artisans’ dwellings. When we 


have tried some of the sensible schemes 


to improve the condition of our people, 
then we may consider such propositions 
as have been put forward to put a tax 
on the food of the people. 
last three years in Lancashire the cost 
of living has gone up 10 per cent., and 
not a single penny has come to the 
operative in the shape of increased wages. 
I can prove this statement by figures 
from 
societies and other classes, and I can 
show that at the same time not a single 
penny has been added to the wages oi 
the workers. 
that an increase in the price of food is 
followed, or rather preceded, by an in- 
crease of wages. 
reasons why the conditions are not 
operative } 
to the statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Cambridge 
University, 
that he cut the community up into 
different 
those above the working class scale— 
persons receiving incomes from other 
sources than labour, namely, from the 
investment of capital. 
those receiving above the limit of the 
standard wage. 


During the 


private traders, co-operative 


You 


must prove to us 


What are some of the 


If the hon. Member listened 


will have noticed 


he 


portions. First there were 
Then there were 


How did the right hon. 


Gentleman explain that they were re- 
ceiving above the limit. 
due to organisation. 

above 


He said it was 
You find those 


limit of the standard 


the 
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wage to be among the class who have 
had an opportunity of organising and 
getting from their employers a standard 
of living above those who are not 
organised. Do you think that the 
dock labourers would work for 19s., 
20s., or 21s. a week if they had full 
opportunity of organisation? Nothing 
of the kind. It is a well-known fact 
that in the naval department these men 
are not allowed an opportunity of 
organisation, which is the first effective 
condition for the improvement of the 
people. 


Sirk EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter): 
The history of the corn taxreminds me 
of those persons in former times who, 
after brief and inglorious careers, became 
celebrated from the funeral orations 
pronounced over them. The general 
characteristic of these orations was that 
they contained very small mention of 
the merits or defects of the deceased. 
I think that is the character of many of 
the speeches we have heard. The story 
of this tax is particularly curious. It 
was created through a misapprehension 
to meet the necessities of an expenditure 
which never occurred. As soon as it 
came into the world it was stolen from its 
free trade authors and brought up in 
the protectionist camp. I think it has 
brought nothing but embarrassment to 
its parents, confusion to its sponsors, and 
disappointment to those who were foolish 
enough to believe in it. The debate has 
been remarkable. It is a debate which 
will be long remembered, more particu- 
larly on account of two declarations of 
the highest importance we heard yester- 
day. I venture to congratulate the 
QOhancellor of the Exchequer upon the 
firmness which he has shown in insisting 
upon the repeal of this tax, and still 
more upon his clear declaration in favour 
of Free Trade. I venture also to con- 
gratulate the late Qhancellor of the 
Exchequer upon the courage which he 
showed in sacrificing his own child in 
order not to associate himself with those 
whose fiscal policy he detests. I hope 
the intervention of the right hon. 
Gentleman will be followed by vigorous 
and persistent action, and I can assure 
him he will find on these benches many 


Mr. Shackleton. 
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‘who welcome his lead on financial sub. 

jects with enthusiasm and confidence. 
I hope he will succeed in making his 
voice heard in the direction of sound 
finance and economical administration to 
a more successful extent than it was 
apparently heard during his tenure of 
ottice. 


I have heard with some surprise, 
in the course of this debate, that the 
imposition of the corn tax, which has 
brought £2,500,000 into the Exchequer, 
has made no difference in the retail price 
to the consumer. I should like to ask 
those Members who support this con- 
tention whether that is due to something 
special in the nature and character of 
corn, or whether it is not more due to 
the fact that the duty only represents a 
charge of 4+ or 5 per cent. upon the 
prime cost. If there is nothing special 
and peculiar in corn, then it appears to 
me that what applies to corn also applies 
to every article of large and general 
consumption. If the registration duty 
on corn is justifiable why should we stop 
at corn, and not advocate a registration 
duty all round, upon meat and pro- 
visions of every kind? If this article 
is not affected by the import duty, 
because the duty is only 4 or 5 per 
cent., I would ask to what extent can 
you tax an article imported into this 
country without altering its price to the 
consumer? Inquiry is surely of the very 
essence of a proper comprehension of the 
very elements of financial administration, 
and if 5 per cent. duty is not a burden. 
upon the consumer, what would be the 
result of a duty of 10, 15, or 20 per 
cent? Would the whole of it be paid 
by the consumer, or would he only pay 
the balance after the deduction of the 
£2,500,000, which it is contended comes 
out of the pockets of the foreigners? 
It is not sufficient to assert that the 
consumer pays nothing, merely because 
we desire him to consent to the imposi- 
tion of atax. You must construct some 
| logical system that applies to all cases, 
|and show reason why this money which 
‘comes into the Treasury is not paid by 
/the consumer. It amounts to this, that 
| if you multiply a duty without bringing 

in new classes of contributors to the 

taxation, you are making an unnecessary 
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inerease to the fiscal arrangements of 
the country. It has been often con- 
tended that this corn taxis to be advo- 
cated on the ground that it largely 
increases the area and basis of taxation. 
[t appears me that if we go beneath the 
sound of words and look into their real 
meaning, it will be found that the ery of 
the desirability of increasing the area of 
taxation rested upon no solid foundation, 
and was very much like clap-trap. Is it 
contended that, under present circum 
stances, any class of the community 
escapes contribution to the national 
revenue to an undue extent? I have 
not seen that view put forward except 
anonymously, and I have not seen it 
supported by figures or anything but 
the most fantastic classification of our 
taxes. If by adding a new tax you leave 
the burden onprecisely the same shoulders 
on which it lay before, you have not 
increased the area or efficiency of the 
fiscal system. It may be asserted that 
by adding corn you have brought into 


the fiscal net certain persons who 
would not otherwise have been laid 
under contribution. Who are_ those 


persons? It appears to me to be shown 
absolutely beyond dispute that they 
represent the poorest class ef the com- 
munity, those least able to stand the new 
charge. It means that you duplicate 
the machinery in order to grind cleser, 
and by grinding closer you press more 
severely upon the poorest, and those 
least competent to bear taxation. Quite 
apart from any result you might arrive 
at from a study of the probable effect of 
the tax, it seems to be open to some 
suspicion on account of the character of 
its supporters. There is another section 
perhaps less inclined to make themselves 
heard, who advocate any measure which 
will maintain a high level of national 
expenditure. 


These two groups will be | 


{10 JuNE 19)3} 
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*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): Some 
years ago an historic encounter took place 
across the floor of this House between the: 
late Lord Randolph Churchill and the 
present Colonial Secretary, and Lord 
Randolph Churchill congratulated him- 
self on his success in drawing the badger. 
Well, it appears to me that during these 
sittings the majority of hon. and 
right non. Members who have spoken 
from both sides of the House have been, 
engaged in the same _ occupation. 
The cry for more light is not confined ' 
to members of the Opposition, but is 
heard also from the Government benches, 
and I think we are entitled to know the 
position of the Cabinet in regard to this 
matter. I congratulate the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer on the remission of 
the corn tax. I think I may say that 
when his appointment was made it 
received the unanimous assent of the 
House, and those on this side of the 
House looked forward to his promotion 
to his high position with hope and 
expectation. That expectation has not 
been disappointed; but I think there 
was one sentence in the speech which 
the right hon. Gentleman made in intro- 
ducing the Budget—a very significant 
sentence, which has not received the 
attention which it has deserved. It is 
a sentence which might have been 
supplied by the Colonial Secretary, or 
the Prime Minister; and it is to this 
effect :— 


“T do not think the corn tax can remain 
permanently an integral portion of our fiscal 
system, unless in connection with some radical 
change in our economic policy, or with some 
hoon much desired by the working classes,” 


We want to know whether the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer in speaking thus 
was merely “ blowing off steam,” whether 
it was mere rhetoric, or whether there 
was behind that statement preferential 


often found working hand in hand. It | tariffs, and old-age pensions, however 
is of the highest importance that those | inconsistent it might appear with the 
who take a more sober view of our’ speech which the right hon. Gentleman 
national policy should not allow the} made yesterday. The proposal before 


public to be misled by the catchword of 
this confederation. It is their duty to 
probe their theories to the bottom and 
not allow them to affect the legislation 
or the policy of the country, unless their 
arguments will stand the strictest and 
most business-like analysis. 





| and the closed lips. This tax was proposed 





the House is for the repeal of the corn 
tax. and the House and the countrv 
are entitled to know what is the fiscal ’ 
policy of the Government. We have 
asked that over and over again in the 
course of the debate; but it is evident 
that theirs is a policy of the open mind 
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iby the late Chancellor of the Exchequer 
only a year ago to broaden the basis 
-of taxation. We on this side of the 
iHouse admired the splendid courage 
and rare ability with which the late 
‘Chancellor of the Exchequer, under 
circumstances of unparalleled difficulty, 


fought his battle. He elicited the 
admiration of his opponents. He 
asserted, and no one doubted his 


‘sincerity, that this corn tax was put 
on for revenue purposes, that there 
was no protection in it. 1 think that 
even the right hon. Gentleman himself 
be convinced now that he was 


must 
wrong. In proposing the tax the 
right hon. Gentleman denounced in 


the strongest possible manner, even 
the possibility of its being used for 
the purpose of preferential tariffs, and 
how strong his reasons are against 
the policy which he now sees fore- 
shadowed is evidenced by the fact that 
yesterday he declared that he was 
prepared to reverse his own well con- 
sidered and clearly defined policy. 
Now, we on this side of the House 
welcome the reversal of that policy. 
We support the remission of that tax 
on the food of the people. We believe 
that it was an unjust and mistaken 
departure from the principles of sound 
taxation ; and in supporting the Govern- 
ment, as we are prepared to do, we are 
entitled to ask whether the Cabinet 
have finally made up their mind on 
its abolition; whether they are going 
to stick to it as a settled policy? 

In spite of the limitations of the debate, 
we are, after all, during these two days 
making history, although the Govern- 
ment are apparently unconcious of it, and 
the Prime Minister knoweth it not. In 
this Finance Bill we are settling the 
fiscal policy of the country. We know 
how important it is that we should 
have continuity in that fiscal policy. 
We* are often told that it is of great 
importance tc have continuity in our 
foreign policy, but it is quite as 
important to secure continuity in 
our fiscal policy. We cannot play fast 


and loose with it. Any attempt to 
reintroduce this corn tax on any 
pretext whatever is 


organise our trade, to hamper our|be overestimated, 
industry, and to dislocate the money | reasons, reasons of high politics. 
It has been asserted that|not refer to the fact that freedom 


market. 


Mr. McCrae. 
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this tax has not been paid by the con- 
sumer. Ask the housewife who bakes 
her own bread in the north of England : 
ask the housewife in the poorer districts 
of the city of London, where to this day she 
pays a halfpenny per loaf more than before 
the tax was imposed. Where the margin 
has been the smallest, there has been the 
biggest increase, and the sufferings have 
been the greatest. The laws of political 
economy as well as common sense prove 
that a tax on food must increase its 
price. But the Colonial Secretary has 
said that if we pay more for the means 
of subsistence, it will be more than 
counterbalanced by the rise in wages. 
His words were— 

“But even if the price of food is raised, the 
rate of wages will certainly be raised in greater 
proportion.” 

I admit that the Colonial Secretary has 
the support, for that doctrine, of certain 
political economists who have declared 
that that is so under given conditions ; 
but does the history of this country 
support that contention? No, it does 
not. If the House will allow me I will 
make a quotation from a speech made by 
one of the greatest, if not the greatest 
Finance Minister this country ever had, 
Mr. Gladstone. I regret that my hon. 
friend the Member for West Islington 
taunted a right hon. Member on the 
other side of the House for quoting Mr. 
Gladstone; I think right hon. Gentle- 
men should rather be commended for so 
doing. The more hon. and right hon. 
Gentlemen read and study the speeches 
of that great statesmen the more hope 
there will be of their political salvation, 
even on Home Rule. What was it that 


| Mr. Gladstone said 7— 





“1 had occasion,” he said, ‘‘to refer to this 
subject recently, and to state that in the yea: 
1812, when there were protective duties upon 
foreign corn, the British workman paid for the 
bread, on which he depended for the subsistence 
of his wife and family, five times the price 
which of late years he has paid for it, and the 
wages out of which he paid that price, strange 
as it may appear, were, I believe, half, or less 
than half, of the wages he now receives.” 

Now the lesson of history has been, so 
far as this country is concerned, that 
dear food means low wages. But I 
rejoice at the proposal to repeal the tax 
for another reason. The importance of 


bound to dis-| free imperts into this country can hardly 


even for _ political 


I do 
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interests of peace; but take 


our | earthy. 
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of trade between nations is in the| 


of supply and demand are of the earth 
But the average citizens who 


position with the United States of) walkin a humbler sphere, and do their 


America. 
States surpass those of any other country. 
They are a fourth of our whole import 


trade, and food stuffs bear a large ratio | 


to the whole. Last year, | find from the 
Blue-book issued the other day, that the 
flour and wheat imported into this 
country amounted to 108,000,000 
ewts., and if maize, barley, and oats are 
taken, it amounted in all to 200,000,000 
ewts., and of this amount 65,000,000 
ewts., came from the United States. Now 
let the House consider what would 
happen in the case of a great European 
war. I have great faith in the solidarity 


of the English speaking race, and in | 


the cementing of the two peoples by 
ties of blood ; but, after all, self interest 
plays an important part in national 
policy. Can we doubt that the more. 
tradethereis between this country and 
the United States the more likely will 
the material interests of the United 
States affect her policy and determine 
her attitude, should there be a great 
European war? How vital this would 
be to this country in a great crisis need 
not be pointed out. 


There is another argument I would 
urge in favour of the repeal of the) 
tax and against the Amendment of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Sleaford, and it is this. Some of 
those who are against the repeal of this 
tax wish to retain it so as to en- 
able us to give a preference to our 
own colonies. Now, the Liberai party | 
have a paternal interest in our colonies. | 
Wher the Party opposite, whose views | 
were at the time expounded by Lord | 
Beaconsfield, then Mr. Disraeli, dudveed | 
that our colonies were “a millstone | 
round our necks,” the Liberal party 
stood by our colonies, and we are 
now prepared, nay, are bound, to give 
them moral and, in the last resort, 
physical support. There are some 


statesmen who seem to be in a high 
state of colonial fever at the present 
time, and, as not unfrequently happens 
under such conditions, they see visions 


Our imports from the United | 





and dream dreams of a new Jerusalem, 
where the laws of political economy and 
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daily work and earn their daily bread, 


are much more prosaic, and have not yet 


attained to those giddy heights. I am 
pretty sure that the British people will 
make short shrift of any statesman who, 
with free trade on his lips, and protec- 
tion in his heart, is prepared to experi- 
ment with the great fiscal system o! this 
country. | appeal to the Prime 
Minister to declare as to which of the 
two voices he is going to listen. It was 
said that in the wash-tub of democracy 
the colours were inclined to run; but I 
think that even the great Unionist 
colours are not quite fast. The party 
is divided in opinion on this great 
question. I remember the Prime 
Minister two years ago taunting my 
right hon. friend the Leader of the 
Opposition with having two voices. 
Where did the two voices come from 
now? Surely the House and the 
country are entitled to have a clear 
statement from the Prime Minister. 
Does he, or does he not, support the 
policy of the Chancellor of the Exchequer ? 
The Government have taken a new 
departure in repealing this tax. We 
hope they have taken it after delibera 
tion, and that they are prepared to 
adhere to a policy of free trade. We 
hope the Prime Minister will make that 
perfectly clear when he replies. Any 
other course would be a repudiation of 
Cabinet responsibility. It would reduce 
Parliamentary Government to a farce 
and put the Prime Minister of this 
country in a position of the greatest 
possible humiliation. No, Sir, we can- 
/not hang this question up. That 
would be a proceeding most disastrous 
to our commerce. It would sterilise 


‘our trading position in the markets 


of the world. The :Government are 
hopelessly divided on a question of 
principle which is vital to the pros- 
perity of the nation. The discussion 
yesterday showed that on a most im- 
portant public question the two most 
important members of the Government 
are in a position of splendid isolation. 
I think I see the two right hon. 
Gentlemen standing on the sea-shore, 
S 
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a barque waiting for them, and hear 
them humming Tennyson’s beautiful 
poem: — 
“Sunset and evening star 
And one clear call for me, 
And may there be no moaning of the bar 
When I put out to sea. 


Twilight and evening bell, 
And after that the dark, 
And may there be no sadness of farewell 
When I embark.” 
If they want to cross the bar, why do 
they not do it? I am perfectly con- 
fident that the people of these Islands 
will not entrust the treasure of the 
British Empire to the frail and rotten 
craft of protection. 





Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
Tunbridge): Like every other speaker 
who has ventured to address the House 
in the debate, I find myself in a 
position of the greatest difficulty. We 
are discussing a question which is 
important in itself, but which absolutely 
pales into insignificance compared with 
the much greater question about which 
we are all thinking, and which we are 
endeavouring not to talk about. For 
my part, Mr. Speaker, I shall endeavour 
to conform to your ruling both in the 
letter and the spirit. I said we were 
in a difficult position. We heard just 
now a very remarkable speech from the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
East Fife. I do not often agree with 
that right hon. Gentleman; but 1 am 
bound to say that this afternoon | 
agreed with the greater part of his 
speech. He told us that the position 
was a grotesque position. It may bea 
grotesque position for him and right 
hon. Gentlemen opposite; but for hon. 
Members on this side it is an absolutely 
harrowing position. 1 do not say that 
we do not know where we are ; but we 
do not know where the Government is 
whose followers we are. We see a policy 
enunciated, a policy which, for my part, 
I entirely and enthusiastically agree with 
—a policy of preferential tariffs ; and we 
see the one tax which now exists, and 
which may be used for the purpose of 
accomplishing Imperial tariffs, thrown 
away at the very moment when a new 
policy is inaugurated. The Government 
are abandoning the one weapon they 
possess of making Imperial tariffs a 
possibility. We do not in the least 
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know, when we are told that there is to 
be an inquiry, whether it is one which 
is to be gone into with the honest and 
straightforward desire to find out the 
truth, or gone into, as the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer seems to suggest, with 
preconceived opinions and with the idea 
that the result is already known, We 
cannot for the life of us reconcile the 
opinions expressed by the Colonial 
Secretary with the opinions expressed 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer ; 
and we cannot reconcile the policy of 
the Government this year with the 
policy of the Government last year. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for East Fife said he could noi, for the 
life of him, see why this tax was put on, 
and why it was now taken off. I cer- 
tainly did think 1 knew why it was put 
on. I have long been a follower of the 
right hon. Gentleman the late Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, and I believe the tax 
was put on as a permanent addition to 
our basis of taxation, and for the per- 
manent broadening of that basis. | 
remember in Committee on the Finance 
Bill last year, the hon. Member for 
Northampton moved an Amendment 
which proposed to limit the tax to one 
year. What was the answer of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and of the 
whole Government? It was that it 
would be most absurd and most detri- 
mental to trade to put on a tax of this 
nature for one year and limit it to 
one year. The then Chancellor of the 
Exchequer said that the tax was intended 
by him not merely in order to make a 
contribution towards the war expendi- 
ture of the year, but also in order that 
there should be a permanent widening 
of the basis of taxation. What is the 
position of hon. Members like myself 
who have gone about the country 
defending the Government and defend- 
ing this tax? We have said that the 
tax did not fall on the consumer. I do 
not believe it does. Now. the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer says that it does ; and 
that for that reason he has taken it off. 
We have talked about the heads of 
indirect taxation as being too few ; and 
we said what a splendid thing it was to 
make this permanent addition to these 
heads. Now, when we have successfully 
taken that view in the country, we are 
thrown over; and chis tax whieh was 
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to restrict which to one year was 
defeated by the whole force of the 
Government, is to be repealed. I con- 
fess myself in the very gravest difficulty. 


I supported this tax last vear for many | 


reasons. The principal reason, | can- 
didly admit, was that I did regard it as 
the first stepping-stone towards pre- 
ferential tariffs: and I detended the tax 
because it was not, in my opinion, and 
I think also in the opinion of the Govern- 
ment then, a tax which would fall upon 
the consumer. But the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer now says that the tax 
does fall on the consumer ; and that he 
must take it off because he must remove 
something paid on the necessaries of life 
by the great masses of the population. 
Whether the tax does in any degree 
whatever fall on the consumer is exceed- 
ingly difficult to say. But the matter is 
even more difficult, because Government 
statistics on this very point differ in the 
most extraordinary manner. Ihave here 
two documents which I commend to the 
attention of the Government. They are 
copies of the Labour Guzette for Decem- 
ber, 1902, and January, 1903. Thee 
price of the loaf is given in both. In 
April, 1902, shortly before the tax was 
put on, the price of the loaf is given at 
from 5d. to 53d. In December of that 
year it is given at 5d., which showed that 
there had been no serious rise in the price 
of bread. Apparently the statistician of 


the Labour Department, either anticipat- | 


ing the extraordinary change of front on 
the part of the Government, or for some 
other occult reason, changed his opinion 
between December and January. In the 
January Gazette he put the price of the 
loaf in April of last year at from 33d. to 
43d. and he put it in January of this year 
at from 43d. to 5d.; therefore showing 
that although there had been no rise 
between April and December last year, 
there was an enormous rise between April 
of last year and January of this year. 
In the two issues of this Government 
publication the price of the loaf in April 
of last year was changed from 5d. to 53d. 
to from 34d. to 4d. Under these circum- 
stances it is almost impossible for any 
private Member or, indeed, any Member of 
the Government, to ascertain what is the 
incidence of this tax. For my part, I re- 
gard it as merely a registration duty. It 
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was a registration duty in the palmy days 


affect the price of the loaf at all. Our 
market being a neutral market into which 
foreign growers wished to pour their 
supplies every year, the tax was paid by 
the foreign producer or by the foreign 
railway company or steamship company. 
In any case the increase in the price of 
the loaf has been so absolutely trifling as 


‘to render it quite unnecessary for the 


Government to make this extraordinary 
change of front, thereby putting thera- 
selves and their supporters into a most 
difficult position, and interfering with 
trade in a manner which, I think, no 
Government has interfered with it for 
very many years. 


I am told —I do not believe it— 
that this tax has been taken off be- 
cause the Party wirepullers found it 
was unpopular. I hope there is no 
truth in that ; but if there is the slightest 
truth in it, I would venture to make one 
remark regarding it. If the repeal of 
this tax is an electioneering matter, it is 
very bad electioneering. It will not 
gain the support of a single man who 
opposed the tax, and it will lose the 
support of every man who approved 
of it. I go further. This is a tax 
which, say what you will, brought 
into the Treasury £2,500,000 a year. 
We live in times of very high expenditure. 
I do not care whether it is for the 
Army, or the Navy, or education, expendi- 
ture is going up. Here was a tax pro- 
ducing £2,500,000 which it is impossible 
to prove was paid by consumers in this 
country. Is it wise to throw it away ? 
Would it not be wiser to retain it for Sup- 
plementary Estimates ; or, if it were not 
thought necessary or right to keep such a 
large sum in hand, how much better it 
would be to remit the duty on tea, or 
some other article, paid by the working 
classes, the effect of which would be felt. 
They will not benefit by the repeal 
the of corn tax; and I do not under- 
stand why it is to be taken off. 
I venture to make one last appeal to the 
Prime Minister. We have introduced 
deputations to him and have presented 
testimonials—perhaps that is not quite 
the proper word—we have presented 
memoranda to him and we have endea- 
voured by every legitimate means to 
persuade him to reconsider his decision. 
I venture to say he finds the difficulty he 
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is placed in infinitely greater than it 
would have been if he had listened to us. 
The great question of preferential tariffs 
has been raised and the position of the 
Government has become illogical. Once 
more I would make an appeal to the 
Prime Minister, and if that is unsuccessful 
we are once more placed in a difficulty, 
for if we vote with the Government in this 
case we vote for the repeal of a tax which 
we think ought not to be repealed, and if 
we vote for the Amendment we vote 
against a Budget in which we believe. 
The Prime Minister must see that we 
are placed in a most difficult position, 
and, loyal as we are, our loyalty is con- 
fused by the fact that we do not know to 
what part of the Government our loyalty 
is mostly due. One Member in the 
lobby asked me if I was going to support 
the Ministers. I said i was going to 
support some of them because it was 
quite impossible to support some without 
condemning others. I hope the Govern- 
ment will reconsider this question. 


Str EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) : I am very conscious that, 
though I differ from the hon. Member 
who has just spoken with regard to his 
general views of fiscal policy, I rise, in 
the first place, to offer him my sympathy 
in the situation in which he finds himself 
and to join in the appeal which has been 
made to the Government to clear the 
situation up. The situation, which is 
harrowing for him, is inconvenient for all 
of us. We have got a very simple issue 
before the House. One hon. Member 
has said that the debate has been unreal, 
and another hon. Member said that it had 
been interesting. I agree that it has 
been an interesting debate and also that 
it has been an extraordinary and perilous 
debate. Why? Not because the actual 
issue is simple, but because the situation 
which the Government have created is 
so impossible and intolerable. It has 
been said over and over again that we 
have one issue before us, though all of 
us have the larger question in our minds. 
I will endeavour, as we have all en- 
deavoured, to succeed in making all I 
wish to say relevant to the simple issue. 
Let me begin first of all by saying that 
I shall not spend much time on the 
smaller points connected with it, and 
upon whom the corn duty has fallen. 
If we are honest in our own minds we 
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must admit that whatever may be the 
temporary incidence of a small tax for a 
short time—the Government are not 
agreed about the temporary incidence 
of the tax, though the last and most 
official figures show that it has 
fallen on the consumer—in the long run 
it must fall on the consumer. To 
suppose that a shilling tax is not 
going to affect the price of bread, to say 
that it cannot affect the price, is one of 
those quaint dialectical coneeits which 
it is impossible to pursue. I therefore 
support the repeal of this duty because 
it must fall on the consumer; but I do 
not wish to argue my case on simple 
doctrinaire grounds. An hon. Member 
opposite complained that those of us who 
supported the repeal of the duty, and in 
consequence were in opposition to the 
larger proposals of the Colonial Secretary, 
were bringing forward doetrinaire argu- 
ments without proof. The onus of proof 
is on the other side, on those who state 
thata tax on food which is liable to raise 
the price of food will yet bring higher 
wages. The onus of proof is on those 
who make that statement, and not 
on those who, like us, adhere to the 
principles of free trade. We adhere to 
free trade not because we are doctrinaires. 
My attachment to free trade is not due 
to a belief in the superficial virtue of the 
doctrine, but because of my intense 
belief in the mischief of any other 
system, a mischief which threatens to be 
greater now than ever before. Conditions 
of trade have changed in the last fifty 
years. Tradeisdonein larger quantities 
with smaller margins of profit, and the 
danger of disturbance and collapse by 
arbitrary interference is greater now 
than ever before. 


The right hon. Member for Cam- 
bridge University last night more than 
once referred to the danger to the 
condition of the people created by a 
tax on food, and J agree with him 
that the condition of the people from 
that point of view should be one of 
our first considerations. The right 
hon. Gentleman dwelt with great 
emphasis on the mischief and the suffer- 
ing which might be caused by even a 
small rise in the price of food. That is 
true, and I think the right hon. Gentle- 
man put it alsoon Imperial grounds. I: 
is most emphatically true on Imperial 
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grounds. This country is the heart and 
centre of the Empire, and if you are 
going to embark on large changes, if you 
are to continue in the policy which we 
have before us at the moment, you are, 
in my opinion, going to engage in a wild 
and vague attempt to increase the 
vigour of the limbs by depressing the 
vitality of the action at the centre. If 
we want a serious argument on this 
point it is to be found in what has been 
said as to the effect on the condition of 
the people in connection with this par- 
ticular tax. The right hon. Member for 
Cambridge University, in emphasising 
this point last night, used some strong 
language to the effect that if the House 
really knew the condition of the children 
in our schools it would be apprehensive 
of real degeneracy, physical and moral, 


setting in in the population. That is a 
very serious statement. There, if you 
like, is a fair case for inquiry. When I 


hear statements made by one possessing 
the knowledge of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, I ask myself is that result due to 
the congestion of our great towns and 
the depopulation of the rural] areas? It 
is a very serious question, and when hon. 
Mem bers opposite, representing a section, 
at any rate, of the agricultural party, 
acclaim a tax of this kind, on the 
ground that it is to be a benefit to the 
rural districts, that it will help to bring 
the people back to the land to continue 
such a tax, they would have a much 
stronger argument than any they have 
adduced. It might be possible to bring 
the people back to the rural districts by a 
tax on corn, but the tax must be so high 
as to affect the price of food to a degree 
which would work incalculably greater 
mischief than the advantage you would 
derive from the comparatively small 
return you would obtain. I have long 
dwelt on the subject and I believe the 
real remedy is in the direction of such 
small holdings as those which the hon. 
Member for Bordesley has indicated, 
and not in tampering with the fiscai 
system. I mention that point because I 
would not have it supposed that any of 
us who object to the imposition of such 
acorn duty as this are indifferent to the 
larger question of the condition of the 
people, which is possibly bound up with 
the depopulation of ourruraldistricts. We 
are asked now to support the repeal of 
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the duty on corn. Last year we opposed 
it. I for one opposed it last year 
specifically on the ground that, apart 
from the mischief it might work, it was 
bound to lead to a demand from the 
colonies for preferential tariffs, and that 
it would be very difficult for the Govern- 
ment to refuse. I remember arguing 
that this duty might be represented in 
the colonies as being for the first time a 
differential duty in favour of the 
British producer and aga nst the co onial 
producer, that this tax was certain to 
lead to a system of preferential tariffs, 
and that it would change the whole of 
our fiscal policy. I did not get very 
much sympathy from the right hon. 
Member for West Bristol at the time, . 
but I should like cordially to say that, 
though I opposed him at the time, | 
infinitely prefer the manner in which he 
proposed this tax to the House to the 
manner in which the Government are 
now engaged in repealing it. The right 
hon. Gentleman did not endorse our 
apprehensions with regard to preferential 
tariffs, and he considered it to be a 
safe tax to impose. He put it before 
the House as a revenue duty solely, a 
legitimate, useful, permanent source of 
revenue from his point of view. Why 
does he now support its discontinuance ! 
Because he has come to see that he 
cannot trust his late colleagues. 


The issue is, or ought to be, simple— 
whether the tax shall be discontinued or 
not. We ought to have to vote simply 
on that, and there would be the end of it. 
But is that to be the end? Or is it to 
be the beginning of something worse ! 
The Secretary to the Treasury, in an 
earnest speech last night besought us to 
concentrate upon the extreme simplicit\ 
and straightforwardness of the Budget. 
1 was struck by the extreme simplicity 
of my hon. friend He spoke as if there 
were nothing but the Budget in his 
mind. We cannot keep other thing: 
from our minds. He spoke as an out- 
and-out free trader, and the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer spoke as a “ convinced 
free trader.” But what is their position 
as free traders? Are they comfortable 
in the  overnment? Are they to 
sit by announcing their adhesion to 
free trade, while some of their most 
important colleagues are parading 
free trade with « halter round its 
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neck up and down the country ? 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to stop at 
the declaration which he read to the 
House yesterday’? Is he—if I may 
carry further the metaphor of my right 
hon. friend the Member for East Fife- 
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shire—to confine his missionary enter- | 


prise to his colleagues and to sit still 
while his colleagues, or some of them, 
go about arguing strongly against free 
trade? Is he to be content with the 
declaration which he made to the 
House, or is he to go into the country 
and argue on the other side? Ministers 
have not merely to express their own 
opinions; they have to educate the 
country. The Colonial Secretary, from 
his point of view, is not backward. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer cannot 
rest content with a simple declaration ; 
he must embark in argument on the 
other side. 


There is to be an inquiry, it is said. We 


get no answer to the question: by | 


made, 


is the inquiry to be 
It 


nature to be? 


whom 
and what is its 


is not a dignified position for the Cabinet | 


to say that they have no mind on a 


question of the kind until they have | 
had an inquiry. Before they raise an | 


issue like this they should have their 
inquiry, and then speak in public when 
they have a mind. But are they wait- 


ing for the mind of the country or for. 
One form of inquiry | 
is debate in this House—a most educa- | 
That it is impossible to | 


their own mind ? 


tive process. 
have at the present moment, or to have 
at all unless the Government will give 
facilities. Another form of inquiry 
upon a matter of broad principle is a 
dissolution and 1n appeal to the country. 
But I understand that the Prime 
Minister deprecates either of these as 
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being suitable methods of inquiry. The | : Bao 
hon. and gallant Member for the Fare-| House suffer jess from the situation 
ham Division of Hampshire asks for calm | than hon. Members opposite. But if we 


and quiet discussion. 


House is not always calm 


quiet, and a dissolution is never calm | 422 appea ' 
and quiet. But is the inquiry which| Government that they, having mw 
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important Members of the Cabinet are 
not going to let the matter rest there, 
but are going to do their utmost to get 
from the country its sanction to the 
imposition of duties of this kind on a 
much larger scale. The seriousness of 
this is that if you depart from your 
| present fiscal policy, and if the Govern- 
ment gets a majority to sanction the 
policy of preferential tariffs, a few years 
after that has been done, you will have 
taken an irretrievable step. If the pre 
ference for the colonies is once given 
and withdrawn, then you will indeed 
| break up the Empire. Establish these 
duties, call them “ retaliatory ” or “ pre- 
| ferential,” and in a few years they will 
| become protective duties. This duty 
|has already become protective, so we 
_are told, as far as the milling industry is 
concerned, and what has happened on a 
small scale in twelve months shows us 
what will happen on a much larger 
scale in a few years. I would join in 
the powerful appeal of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bristol. 
Is this situation which the Government 
have created fair to themselves as a 
Government or as a Party? Is it fair 
to the country as a whole? Is it really 
| possible that the Government can go on 
as a Government engaged in this crusade 
to educate the country in different 
ways? Is it possible that the Prime 
Minister does not see that to have agreed 
to one of his colleagues—and such a 
colleague as the Colonial Secretary — 
stating publicly that it might be their 
intention to make this the issue at the 
‘coming election, is to have made an 
impossible situation? I fully admit that 
the Government were entitled to raise 
this issue. But, having raised the issue, 
they are not entitled to hang the issue 
up. Asa Party, we on this side of the 





Debate in this| feel it inconvenient, and if they feel it 
and | harrowing, surely then we may join in 


| from the whole House to the 
ised 


the Colonial Secretary is instituting | this issue, will not longer leave it in 
calm and quiet? It is not an inquiry ;|SUSpens:, or, at any rate, will not leave 
it is a crusade—a crusade in which we | their own mind as a Government in 


now understand that the members of | Suspense ? 


the same Cabinet are to take different | 
sides. This duty is to be dropped; but | 


Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) : 


it is made perfectly clear to us that|I agree that the question of fiscal 
| 
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policy which has been raised is one of 
the most important matters that pos- 
sibly could be raised. As regards the 
corn tax, I feel that so much has 
already been said that I need say only 
one or two words. I am one of those 
who supportod it because I thought it 
was not inconsistent with the principles 
of free trade—and I still hold that view— 
to propose such a tax for revenue pur- 
poses although incidentally it might have 
a protective result. What we have to 
look at as regards a proposal for revenue 
is whether the tax is one which can be 
raised with a minimum of industrial 
dislocation, and of which the burden in 
the case of a war tax should be distri- 
buted as widely as possible. On that 
basis | think the corn tax did comply 
with all the conditions which we ought 
to consider when treating with a new 
tax for revenue purposes, and that it 
was more than justified on free trade 
grounds by what was said by the then 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. As 
regards the repeal of the tax I am in 
favour of it on two grounds. First of 
all, when a very large amount is taken 
off the Income Tax there ought to be 
some corresponding remission as regards 
indirect taxation, and I think it would 
have been a matter of deep regret—I 
speak as an economist --if when we all 
want, if possible, to reduce the amount of 
public expenditure, a tax of this kind 
had been left asa margin for the Govern- 
ment to play with, instead of being 
taken off as one of the best guarantees 
of economy. Of course, it is for the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to say 
whether or not he has left a sufficient 
margin. From my point of view 
I think the margin ought to be 
kept as narrow as possible, because | 
when you have a narrow margin it is 
a great incentive to economy, and I do) 
fear, in spite of the efforts of the right 
hon. Gentleman, the Member for West 
Bristol, when he was Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, there will be a constant 
tendency to increased expenditure which 
is one of the worst injuries which in | 
the long run can possibly overtake a 
great industrial country. As regards 
the question of the remission of the tax, 
therefore, if the question was between | 
taking off the tax on tea and the tax on 
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|corn, I am bound to say that in my view 
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the “hancellor of the Exchequer and 
the Government were right in choosing 
a prime necesssity of life, and on the 
first opportunity taking off an indirect 
tax which more or less, must necessarily 
affect the consumers of that commodity. 
It is because it would affect a large 
number of the people of the country 
that I thought it was proper to impose 
it in war time, but one of the first re- 
missions which ought to be made, and 
which I am glad to see has been made, 


‘is that of a tax on a prime necessity of 


life which affected the poorer classes. 
Looking at the matter from the 
economic point of view, I entirely agree 
with the right hon. Baronet opposite 
that in considering whether any 
financial proposal is likely to be 
beneficial or not, we ought to consider 
how it affects the condition of the 
artisan and the working-class people of 
the country, and those who are earning 
what may be called an average wage. 
Many members of the community will 
be above any question as regards a tax 
of this kind, but others may be in such a 
poor condition that you would want 
some very different remedy from this to 
alter their conditions at all. If, however, 
you take the average artisan earning 
an average wage, you ought to be most 
careful that in any financial proposal you 
safeguard his position, and see that no 
undue burden is put upon either the 
food he eats or the raw commodities 
in which he is interested. From that 
point of view these economic ques- 
tions are not to be decided as merely 
economic questions, but rather as a 
subordinate part of our social science, 
and that is a mistake which has been 
made by various hon. Members opposite. 
They push the mere economic question too 
far, and leave other considerations alone. 
It is perfectly possible that an increase in 
the price of goods might be caused under 
such conditions as would give more than 
a corresponding increase in wages, with 
the result that the condition of the work- 
ing classes would be better. No one 
who has considered these economic ques- 
tions can deny that conditions of that 
kind might arise, and I say if they do 


arise I shall never be overruled by mere 


cheapness of imports and cheapness of 
production, but shall go more into the 
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true conditions of the people, and if a tax 
of that kind would conduce to their bene- 
fit it will have my support. Free trade, 


after all, in only one branch of free com- | 


petition, and whatever economists you 
may refer to, from Adam Smith down- 
wards, everyone admits that social science 
demands certain limitations with regard 
to free competition. I would ask, Why 
should free competition be unlimited in 
our foreign relationships when it has to 
be limited as regards our domestic in- 
dustrial conditions? There are wider 
considerations to be taken into account. 
It would be more than a misfortune if, 
without due inquiry into detail, proposals 
came from the Government which might 
tend to upset the fiscal policy on which 
we have had such a large measure of 
success in the last fifty years. Primi 
facie no one would propose to alter our 
fiscal free trade policy unless it were 
shown on careful detailed inquiry that it 
would operate for the better. We should 
have to take into consideration large 
questions which are not truly economic. 
We cannot enter upon them now. The 
solidarity of our Empire and the solidarity 
of our Colonial possessions are “> my 
mind far more important than any mere 
question of cheapness based on mere 
economic grounds. It is far too early to 
make any dogmatic declaration on a 
policy of this kind. I am not aware of 
any statistics of a sufficiently minute 
character since those collected by the 
Royal Commission on trade depression 
in 1885. I shall rejoice, for my part, if 
this inquiry to be held is held by the 
Government itself, and not by an outside 
body. 1 quite agree that they are re- 
sponsible in the matter ; 
sponsible for leading the House and their 
Party, and for leading the country. 
What is more important is, I think, that 
they ought not to go in any precipitate 
fashion, and they ought not to commit 
themselves, as a Government, without 
they feel that after inquiry there is a 
real chance in changing our fiscal policy 
either of putting the Empire in a better 
position or improving the social con- 
dition of the working classes. Until 
that inquiry has been made, and in| 


sufficient detail, it is quite impossible for | 
any private Member to make any dog- | 


they are re-| 
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| questions on an occasion of this sort, but 
|1 do protest against the view that no 
|inquiry may be necessary, and against 
the view that there should be any pre- 
cipitate disclosure by the Government 
until that inquiry has been fully held, 
because the fiscal policy of this country 
is far too important a matter to be dealt 
with on any experimental basis. 


*Sir WILLIAM HOLLAND (York- 
shire, W.R., Rotherham): The hon. and 
learned Member who has just sat down, 
whilst expressing a preference for an 
inquiry by the Government, wisely re- 
frained from indicating the particular 
Member of the Government to whom he 
would entrust the labours of the inquiry. 
If he had looked at the Government 
Bench, he would have found some of its 
occupants who held a foregone con- 
clusion in one direction, and others who 
held a foregone conclusion in another 
direction, and that the Prime Minister 
was the only occupant with an absolutely 
open mind. I notice that many of those 
whoare supporting this Amendment have 
declared themselves to be fair traders. 
For myself, | am a sort of fair trader in 
that I believe in getting a fair share of 
the trade of the world. I wish to ex- 
press my cordial appreciation of the 
conduct of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer in taking off this corn tax. 
Aga result of its removal, some in the 
country will be better fed than before. 
But I desire still more to express my 
warm appreciation of the conduct of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer for the 
very brave stand he made yesierday in 
this House against the disintegrating 
proposals of the Colonial Secretary. I 
am glad to know that not only the 
present Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
but his predecessor also, are men of 
‘strong backbone and conviction with 
regard to the fiscal system of this 
/country which ought to prevail; and 
that they have resolutely refused to 
put our whole system into the melt- 
ing pot at the bidding of the Colonial 
| Secretary. Although this corn tax is 
| not in itself a very big affair, yet we are 
| glad for it to be removed because we are 
thankful for small mercies, and we return 


matic assertion on a question of this | theChancellorofthe Exchequerourthanks 
kind. We cannot go into the wider 
Mr. Cripps. j 


accordingly. Although the corn tax is 
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not big in itself, it is big in its potentiali- 
ties. We are glad the tax is repealed, be- 
cause with itsrepeal a standing temptation 
to return to protection will be re- 
moved, and for myself I am _ not 
tired of the system of free trade 
which we have here. I think amongst 
other testimonials to the value of that 
system, I can quote the splendid way in 
which the cost of the South African war 
was borne by the taxpayers at home. 
The way the country was able to bear 
that burden showed that it had not 
altogether gone to the dogs. I dissent 
entirely from the theory that dearer food 
necessarily will bring in its train 
higher wages. On the contrary, I 
hold that wages are influenced not 
by the price of food, but by demand 
for labour. If two masters go after one 
man, wages will rise ; but if, on the other 
hand, two workmen go after one situa- 
tion, wages will fall. I can _ testify 
that the bare suggestion of a possi- 
bility of retaliation threw a feeling of con- 
sternation over many responsible business 
men in the north, and, therefore, the sooner 
this question is threshed out the better. 
] trust the Prime Minister will be able 
to indicate a very early day when this 
question can be fully discussed. 


We have had the question raised as to 
who pays the corn tax and import 
duties in general. 1 know how it works 
in some of our large industries in the 
North. Let me take an illustration from 
the Manchester Exchange, where thou- 
sands o; buyers and sellers congregate 
every market day. When a salesman 
goes there to sell his cotton wares he is 
asked his price, it may be by merchants 
from Germany, China, Brazil, or 
Australia, and he quotes the same price 
irrespective of the market for which his 
goods are required. And the fact of his 
quoting absolutely the same price shows 
that the tariff or duty must be paid by the 
country to which the goods go. I am 
in favour of free trade being main- 
tuined in this country quite irrespective 
of what other countries may do, because I 
believe that is the best policy for this 
country to pursue. Surely each country 
should be the best judge of the particular 
fiscal system suited to its own needs. 
Under free trade I hold employment is 
more regular, for where you have a 


market limited by protection you have 
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great booms on the one hand and 
frequent crises on the other. It has been 
pointed out that protection has done 
something to establish the iron and steel 
trade in America. By a protective tariff 
you may stimulate the establishment of 
industries in any country so long as the 
home market can take off the production 
and the consumers are willing to pay the 
price. But in the United Kingdom 
production has attained such colossal 
proportions that we are dependent upon 
our export trade to provide employment 
for the inhabitants of this country, and 
therefore the importance of free trade 
increases in proportion as we depend on 
foreign markets. Those countries which 
have adopted protection have favoured 
the accumulation of fabulous fortunes in 
a few hands. But! put it tothe House as 
to whether it would not be better for the 
stability of those States and the happi- 
ness of their people if wealth were 
more widely and evenly distributed. It 
was argued by the hon. and learned 
Member for the Stretford Division that 
although free traders seemed to favour 
free competition and free imports they 
did not favour free competition in 
domestic affairs, and he mentioned the 
case of the Factory Acts. I wish to point 
out that by those Actsthe good health 
of the workers is secured, and in propor- 
tion as they do this so is their work 
likely to be efficient, and in proportion 
as it is efficient so is it likely to be 
economical. 


Another objection to this corn tax 
is that it was liable to be used as a step 
towards preierential tariffs. Recently I 
read the Blue-book containing the Report 
of the Conference of Colonial Premiers 
when they were in this country, and | 
know that they had an eye on the corn 
tax when they passed the Resolution 
urging the expediency of the mother 
country giving an advantage to the 
colonies by exempting them from existing 
duties. If the corn tax had been so 
utilised it would have promoted grave dis- 
content, because some colonies would have 
benefited and others wouid not, and thus 
jealousy would have been promoted. If 
the corn tax which was put on last year, 
and which has been taken off this year, 
were to be put on again in a very short 
time, would it not make this House of 
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Commons a laughing-stock, not only in | 
the eyes of our own country, but in the | 
eves of the other nations of the earth ? | 
i feel quite sure that the Colonial Secre- | standpoint. 


tary had his eye on the corn tax when 
he wrote to the colonies ‘ egging ” 
them on to support his views. 
a .very few days we had the Prime 
Minister of New Zealand presenting a 
pistol at our heads. I question the 


wisdom of inviting the self-governing | 


colonies to interfere at all with the tariffs 
of the mother country, for if we fail to 


accept their suggestions _ ill-feeling | 
will be likely to result. I am in. 
favour of the colonies having an) 


absolutely free hand to frame their. 


tariffs in accordance with their own 
needs, and I am also in favour of our 
having an equally free hand. I know 
that the mother country is not in any 
sense behind in her anxiety to show 
goodwill and gratitude to the colonies 
for the preferences they have g ven and 
the services they have rendered, but 
that goodwill, in my judgment, cannot 
be shown by the mother country by the 
imposition of taxes on corn. It may be 
shown in another, a wiser, and a better 
way, namely, bya very liberal treatment 
of the colonies in regard to the colonial 
contribution towards Imperial defence. 
I am, therefore, against the Amendment 
now before the House, and I hope the 
Government will be supported in the 
repeal of the corn tax. 


*Sir JOHN ROLLESTON (Leicester): 
From the course that the debate has 
taken it is clear that the path along 
which Chancellors of the Exchequer 


have to travel, who have not only to, 
| the surest signs of decay. 


provide abnormal revenue, but to main- 
tain a somewhat high level of expen- 
diture, cannot be a smooth one. I 
am one of those referred to by the 
hon. Member for Exeter who believe 
that a high level of expenditure will 
have to be maintained in future. The 
reaction caused by abnormal expenditure 
gives rise very naturally to a demand 
for retrenchment. The late Chancellor 


of both parties was retrenchment. But 


it is the conviction that the policy, not | ) . 
great majority of the people of this 


perhaps of parties, but of the people, is 
even now, not for reduced, but for con- 


Sir Villiam Holland. 


And in| 
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tinually increasing expenditure, that in- 
clines me to criticise the proposals of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer from that 
Retrenchment is a very 
good word for the platform, like the 


“Big Loaf” and other things. It isa 
good article to put in the shop window, 
but in practise it is not kept in stock. 
There is no dealing in it. The people of 
this country have no usefor it. I would 
adduce in support of my argument the 
position taken up by the hon. Member 
for Woolwich. Efficiency is what every 
one desires in his own household and 
business and estate. Efficiency in public 
Departments is, of course, desirable, 
but that there can be any serious 
retrenchment in our national finances 
I no more believe than I believe there 
can be in the expenditure of the London 
County Council. WhetherGreater Britain 
may be called upon to contribute or not, 
in my view there can be no serious 
retrenchment in our military and naval 
services. The people are making greater 
demands on the Exchequer year by year. 
They are advancing to a higher standard 
of requirement altogether. Let us hope 
that it is proportionate to their rise in 
the plane of civilisation. Social reform is 
demanded and with justice, but retrench- 
ment and reform cannot go hand in 
hand. With the demands made for 
education, Irish land pensions, housing, 
and other things in prospect. how can 
there beany possibility of retrenchment ? 
It appears to me that Chancellors of the 
Exchequer will more and more in the 


‘future have to exercise their wits and 


their ingenuity in providing a_per- 
manently larger revenue. And why 
not? Retrenchment, I submit, is one of 
This country 
is not yet in its old age, its destiny is 
not yet in the maturity, perhaps only on 
the threshold of its fulfilment, and to 
talk of cutting down expenses when a 
business is growing and prospering, is to 
admit that the managers have no faith 
in its soundness and stability. I con- 
fess that 1 havethat faith, and believe it 
will be better to devote our energies to 


of the Exchequer, who referred to this the provision of a permanently larger 


question yesterday, said that the policy | 


revenue rather than to the dispiriting 
task of cutting down expenditure which 
is not in accordance with the view of the 


country. 
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The fiscal conditions of this country 
are peculiar and indeed unique. The 
late Chancellor of the Exchequer said 
that the revenue did not increase pro- 
portionately to expenditure. But surely 
we can find many sources of revenue 
in @ country whose imports last year 
amounted to £530,000,000, With this 
huge foreign trade, in a country that 
derives so small a proportion of its 
revenue from external taxation, from 
Customs, the difficulties of internal taxa- 
tion must indeed be great. Then we 
come to a system of preying upon our 
neighbour, and an instance of this is a 
petition which was recently presented 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
by hon. Members representing labour, 
claiming that the proportion of the 
expenses of the country which labour 
pays should be remitted, and should 
be borne by the Income Tax payers 
instead. I freely admit that taxation 
is felt much more severely by the 
poor than by the rich. In the case 
of the poor man, his contribution may 
go to increase a domestic deficit, but 
in the case of the rich man it may 
be paid out of a handsome surplus. The 
equality of sacrifice is not the same. 
I agree most thoroughly with the con- 
tention that taxation should be paid by 
the rich on a higher scale than by the 
poor, but I cannot agree that, under 
normal conditions, the well - employed 
working class are amongst the poor. 
I think we ought to be thankful that 
that is so. But the last half century 
has witnessed a great improvement, an 
improvement which is still going on, in 
the lot of the working man, not only as 
regards wages and employment, but 
alsc in his personal comfort and the 
conditions under which he works, and 
I cannot believe that, under normal 
conditions, the working classes of the 
country are unable or unwilling to bear 
their share of the burden of national 
expenditure. That would be opposed to 
the principlesof that socialistic philosophy, 
of which hon. Members representing 
Labour are usually, I believe, disciples. 
There are, however, we must with 
sorrow admit, many very poor classes 
in this country, and that something 
should be given back to them will be 
the desire of every Member of the 
House. There are many very poor 
people amongst the Income Tax payers : 


{10 Jung 1903} Bill. 522 


|it is not only amongst those who work 
for daily wage that the burden of poverty 
is felt, and what indirect taxation we 
have is, in my opinion, fair taxation. 
As compared with other countries, the 
amount is small, and the principle on 
which it is imposed is socialistic and 
scientific. It is in view of the social 
reforms which are demanded that I 
regret the abolition of the shilling 
registration duty on corn. I do not 
wish to repeat the statements so 
frequently made in this debate as 
to those upon whom it falls. If it does 
fall on the working classes in any degree, 
it must be a very small degree indeed. 
It seems to me that to do away with a 
tax which is not oppressive, and 
which is felt so slightly, if at all, 
cannot be sound national finance. 
But it cannot be denied that there is in 
the country a strong sentimental objec 
tion to the tax. The people have been 
taught that their bread has been made 
dearer and their loaf smaller by it, and 
therefore they may be content to do 
without it, even if they have in conse- 
quence to go short of some of those many 
other things that are required. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer very 
truly said that this tax was subject to 
misrepresentation. That may be in 
itself a sufficient reason for giving it up. 
It will be well, when the next General 
Electin comes round, that the issues 
should be true, clear, and well-defined, 
and if the abolition of this tax has ab- 
stracted one false issue, one fraudulent 
cry from the stage properties of the 
electioneerer, it may have done the 
country more good than its reten- 
tion would have done. But I must 
confess that the privilege of being able 
to quarter my political escutcheon with 
a big loaf does not seem to me sutffi- 
cient compensation for that set-back to 
social reform. which, by exaggerating 
and emphasising the difficulties of ob- 
taining revenue, the abolition of this tax 
will, in my opinion, directly and in- 
directly involve. 


I have only one other point to urge. 
In my view, if these social reforins 
are to be carried out, we shall have to 
look to an extension of our system 
of indirect taxation. I do not see why 
hon. and right hon. Gentlemen oppos.te 
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should object to this, for I have a recol- 
lection of India having been introduced 
several times in the debate, and I can re- 
member that the last time hon. and right 
hon. Gentlemen oppositesat on this side of 
the House, ten years ago, India was in 
need of money, and halls yearly deficit. 
What did they do? They put on duties 
all along the line, and with great 
success, for India has had a_ hand- 
sume surplus ever since I make no 
complaint of this, but I do complain 
that they removed the protective effect 
of these duties, which they had imposed, 
from the goods of Lancashire, while 
leaving them in full torce on those of 
Leicestershire and Northamptonshire 
The difference in principle between the 
imposition of duties in Great Britain and 
in India, when money is wanted, has 
still to be explained to the | eople of thi- 
country. I have looked for an expres- 
sion of opinion on these duties from the 
Cobden Club, which suggests that the 
shilling corn duty is protective, but | 
have looked in vain, until I am forced 
to the conviction that the principles of 
the Cobden Club, like other economic 
fallacies, can only flourish on false sug- 
gestion and truth suppressed. I have 
in my constituency a preponderance 
of working-men, most of them mem- 
bers of trades unions, well organised. 
taking a keen interest in the affairs 
of the day. Some of their leaders 
are travelled men, who have seen the 
condition of trade in other parts of 
the world, and whose opinions are 
therefore entitled to respect. Now 
the floor of this House is the only 
opportunity we have of discussing 
these matters face to face, and what I 
would respectfully ask the leaders of 
labour is (and I ask it in no carping 
or critical spirit, but in the hope that 
they might help in the solution of these 
most difficult problems)—what I would 
ask is, if pensions and other social reforms 
are to be carried out, how they would 
suggest that, say, £20,000,000 a year 
additional revenue is to be obtained, if 
the members of trades unions are not to 
contribute ; and even if they do contribute, 
how then would they raise it? And I 


would respectfully suggest that in the 

consideration of these matters we should 

only advance proposals which are _practi- 

cable and possible, and put forward not 
Sir John Rolleston. 
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so much our individual opinions of what 
ought to be, but rather what in this 


imperfect world may be and can be. I 


agree thoroughly with the principle that 
taxation should be obtained, where it can 


| be done without oppression, in substantial 


amounts from a few people, such’ as the 
Death Duties, but it must also be levied 
by duties, small and inappreciable in 
amount perhaps, on articles in general use 
throughout the country. It is the com- 
bination of these two which seems to me 
the scientific system. But 1 cannot 
conceive any system possible under which 
three-fourths of the community are to 
escape any contribution whatever. That 
would be opposed to the Socialistic ideal, 
and to the principles on which a true 
Commonwealth should be founded. I 
do not believe that the great numbers 
of those who work for daily wage are 
less loyal to the State than any other 
class. Recent events have proved this; 
and | can only hope that they are able, 
and that with that fuller employment 
which peace and commercial revival 
should bring. they will be the more able, 
as we know they are willing, to share in 
some degree with other classes in the 
expenses of the upkeep of the nation, 
even if in the future those expenses may 
have to be increased. The settlement of 
these matters cannot be arrived at by 
parties nor by sections, but, as the 
Prime Minister said, by the heart. 
and the conscience, and the intelli- 
gence of the people as a_ whole, 
and I think that in their discussion 
mementary political considerations should 
not and ought not, to find a place. In 
the long and brilliant career of this 
country. with all the sweeping changes 
of its past, but still unbroken record of 
advance, the fate of a Government, of 
any Government, can be but a matter of 
minor and subsidiary importance while 
the nation as a whole is imbued with 
the sentiment, the patriotic sentiment, 
that the continuity of our history, the 
advancement of our people, and the 
progress of our race, can only be 
furthered and promoted in the future, 
as in the past, in a degree perhaps by 
the brain power of some and the bravery 
of others. but mainly and chiefly, and 
perhaps wholly, by the patient help of 
all. 








<2 ht bee BD. Ce tite Oe ah. cee ee coe a eh cee ee ees es se, 


_ 
— 


le 








Se ae eS ae Sh UL SS Uv | wr!hlUmhS 


we 


— cry 





525 Finance 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): 
I cannot help thinking that, remarkable 
as the debate yesterday was, the course 
it has pursued this afternoon is almost 
as remarkable. [ am quite conscious 
that the House of Commons this after- 
noon has no desire to hear me, nor have 
I any desire to address it. I do not 
think the House wishes to hear any 
further expression of opinion! from these 
benches, nor from the opposite benches. 
What we desire to hear, and what we 
have desired during the whole course of 
the afternoon to hear, is an expression 
of opinion from the Treasury bench. I 
believe it is wholly without precedent 
that a debate of this importance should 
have extended over two days, and that 
during the whole of an afternoon not a 
single right hon. Gentleman has risen 
from the Treasury bench to take part 
in it. It is now nearly four hours 
since the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Fife made a most 
vigorous and trenchant speech, in 
which he urgently appealed to the 
Prime Minister or some other occupant 
of the Treasury bench to give the House 
leading on the subject, and especially 
leading on the most important point of 
all, namely, what is the real settled 
opinion of the Government as a Govern- 
ment on this most important question ? 
But the Prime Minister and other right 
hon. Gentlemen on that bench have 
sat dumb. The Prime Minister has 
now left the House; but there are 
other Members of the Government 
present from whom we should like to 
get «an expression of opinion, The 
Secretary of State for India is present. 
India is a most important part of the 
British Empire. India is a free trade 
community; and the views of the 
Secretary of State for India on this 
subject are certainly second in import- 
ance to the views of no other Member 
of the Government except the Prime 
Minister. Yet there is no sign that the 
Secretary of State for India has any 
intention of vouchsafing*to us his 
opinion on this subject. If my memory 
does not fail me, the noble Lord used to 
be a free trader, and a pretty decided 
free trader; and we shall be glad to 
hear, and all interested in the prosperity 
of India will be glad to hear, that the 
noble Lord still remains attached to his 
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former convictions. But his silence, and 
the silence of the whole Government, 
only shows still more fully the awkward 
position in which, not only this House, 
but the country is placed by the diverse 
utterance of Members of the Government 
on the fundamental principles which have 
guided our fiscal policy in the past, and 
must guide itin the future. I will give 
way to the Secretary of State for India, 
if he now chooses to address the House. 
I would urge upon him that it would be 
of great importance that we should get 
an expression of opinion from him before 
the debate ends. 

There is the question of the inquiry ; 
and, if I remember aright, the state- 
ment about the inquiry was part of the 
written document read by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer yesterday; and we 
may presume, therefore, that it was 
the settled opinion, not merely of the 
right hon. Gentleman but of the Goyern- 
ment. We may go a step further 


and assume that the written document 
was agreed upon, if not formally 
at any rate informally, by himself 


and his colleagues. [An Hon. MRMBke : 
The right hon. Gentleman denied 
that.] The right hon. Gentleman did 
not deny that ; but he said he spoke for 
himself in some respects, and for his col- 
leagues in other respects ; and he declined 
to tell the House in what part of his 
speech he spoke for his colleagues. [ 
think we may assume that this proposal 
of aninquiry was adopted by the Govern. 
ment as a kind of makeshift, as a 
means of getting over the difficult and 
awkward dilemma in which they are. 
In that case we ought to have, during 
this debate, some further particulars as 
to the means and methods by which 
this inquiry is to be undertaken, if it is 
to be undertaken at all. I do not 
believe in the reality of this proposal. [ 
believe that after the Finance Bill is 
got through we shall hear no more 
about it. Itis put forward to serve a 
temporary purpose; and when that 
purpose has been served it will be 
dropped. 

As the noble Lord shows no sign 
of taking part in the debate, I may 
be allowed to say a few words on one or 
two of the issues which have been 
raised. I do not think the debate has 
been wholly useless. I think we have 
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had some good results from it. We 
have had at least a downright straight- 
forward speech from the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, and another from the 
Secretary to the Treasury. These 
Members of the Government spoke most 
categorically, clearly, and vigorously, in 
favour of free trade ;and we all welcome 
the uncompromising way in which they 
expressed their adhesion to that guiding 
principle of our commercial policy. We 
had a most interesting speech this after- 
noon from the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Exeter, in which he also 
spoke out with great clearness in the 
same direction. I think Iam within the 
mark in saying that on the other side of 
the House the preponderating opinion 
is in favour of free trade; and if there 
are hon. Gentlemen opposite who favour 
protection, and, still more, favour the 
proposals of the Colonial Secretary, they 
have been very backward in giving 
expression to their opinions. I|  be- 
lieve the expression of opinion we 
have heard on that side of the House in 
the course of these debates is the funda- 
mental opinion of the country. In the 
most powerful speech of the right hon. 
Member for West Bristol yesterday, there 
was one part to which the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer made no reply. The right hon. 
Member for West Bristol dwelt on the 
rapid increase of the normal expenditure 
of this country, and the absence on the 
part of the Government of any great 
effort to restrain it. As an illustration 
he pointed out that we still had, in 
spite of the repeal of the corn duty, the 


income tax of Ild. in the £ Itisa 
great matter for regret that the Chan- 
eellor of the Exchequer did not deal 
with this, and it is also to be regretted 
that in no speech, neither his Budget 
speech nor since, has he taken any 
strong line showing that the Govern- 
ment has some fixed idea of adopting 
strong measures of retrenchment. I 
think they should endeavour to stop 
the rapid growth constantly going on in 
our normal expenditure. The Chancellor 


of the Exchequer had a great opportunity 
this year at the end of an expensive war, 
on which we had been spending money 
Javishly, and for which we had been 


Mr. Buchanan. 
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taxing freely. He would have had the 
country with him if he had said we 
must make a strong effort to get rid of 
the increased war debt as soon as possible, 
and do something to check the constant 
rapid growth of our normal expenditure. 
It is not too late, even now. If he were 
to take that stand now he would have 
the opinion of the country behind him. 

was astonished to hear the hon. 
Baronet who has just sat down express 
an opinion in the contrary direction, 
and I do not think he is a true inter- 
preter of public opinion. It has been 
said that economy has a future and no 
present. I believe the future of economy 
is dawning now, and it will be one of 
the most important issues placed before 
the country at the next general election. 


I do not think it is to the credit of 
the Government, and still-less to the 
credit of the Prime Minister, that in the 
whole course of the debate to-day no 
attempt has been made to reply to the 
speeches on this side of the House and 
of the Government’s own supporters. 
It is not fair to those Gentlemen, to the 
House of Commons, or to the country. 
It is impossible for the principles which 
guide the fiscal policy of this country to 
be left suspended in the air. The House 
of Commons and the country must 





| of the affairs of the country. 
| 
extra duties on beer and spirits, and an | 





| 


insist on getting a clear and categorical 
decision from the Prime Minister as to 
| what the real opinion of the Government 
|is, otherwise I am certain he will soon 


|e to be Prime Minister and his 


colleagues will cease to have the direction 


CoLoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, 
Epping): I wish to explain why I am 
unable on this occasion to follow the 
Government. I confess there is a certain 
amount of personal feeling in the matter. 
Last year I voted for the registration 
duty on corn, because it was proved to 
my satisfaction that it was not a protective 
duty, and that it would produce the 
maximum amount of revenue with the 
minimum of disadvantage to the working 
classes. Armed with the arguments 
adduced by the leaders of my Party, | 
went to my constituents and explained 
that I was convinced that those argu- 
ments were sound. They were good 
enough to accept my explanation, and 





now I have been made a fool of—not by 
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hon. Gentlemen opposite, but by my own 
Government. The arguments which 
last year they adduced in favour of the 
tax remain the same to-day, and, 
having voted last year for the imposition 
of this duty, it would be impossible for 
me now suddenly to turn round and 
vote for its remission. One of the 
reasons given for its remission is that it 
is open to misrepresentation. A tax is 
naturally misrepresented by hon. Gentle- 
men opposite. They are perfectly within 
their rights in endeavouring to persuade 
the country that any taxes we impose 
are injurious, while any they might 
impose would be beneficial. Therefore 
I cannot apply that salve to my 
conscience. 1 regret to differ from a 
Government which up to the present I 
have always believed to be in the right, 
but although I heard the speech of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer I have 
heard no reasons given in favour of the 
repeal of the tax which outweigh those 
which were given last year for its im- 
position ; therefore, I have no option but 
to vote in favour of the Amendment. 


*Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding): Having the honour to repre- 
sent an agricultural constituency mostly 
contiguous to that of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Sleaford, I 
have endeavoured, during the whole of 
this debate, to discover some reason why 
I should support the Amendment. The 
reasons given in its favour have been 
very tew. One was, that it produced 
£2,500,000 per annum. But as the 
Gentlemen who put forward that reason 
are not conspicuous by their desire for 
economy in the spending of money, I 
look with the greatest suspicion at their 
contention, because it would provide 
more money to be extravagantly 
expended. The real reason seems to be 
that the tax is capable of enlargement, 
and tends to open the door to other taxes 
of a similar description, which would 
result in burdening the food of the 
people. The only classes that seem to be 
anxious for the maintenance of the tax 
are the farming and milling classes. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Sleaford, speaking as an agricul- 
turist, has moved this Amendment 
against its repeal. But in agriculture, 
as in all other industries, there are 
various interests involved, and we are 
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too apt in this House to forget that there 
is such a being as the agricultural 
labourer. He was forgotten when the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act was 
passed, and was'remembered only on the 
eve of an election. We are too apt to 
think that agriculture is exclusively 
represented by the landlord and the 
large farmer class. In my constituency, 
the small holder and the agricultural 
labourer form by far the greater propor- 
tion of the people; and I desire to speak 
on their behalf, and it is in their interest 
I shall vote against the Amendment. 
The effect of a tax onthe majority, rather 
than its effect on the minority, should 
be considered, and the policy that dictates 
a tax should be measured by its opera 
tion on the many rather than on the 
few. What is the policy, and what is 
likely to be the consequence of main- 
taining this tax? I affirm that if the 
tax is left’ on and the door kept open for 
its enlargement, the men who will be 
the hardest hit are the agricultural 
labourers, who are the poorest paid, the 
hardest worked, and, I might almost say, 
the most deserving class in the country. 
Certainly they are the least organised, 
and when one considers that any in- 
crease in the price of food represents 
such a large proportion of their small 
earnings, it must be conceded that their 
case is a very hard one and ought to be 
considered. Ifthis Amendment is carried 
food will be dearer. There is no doubt 
about that now. We have got into the 
daylight with regard to that fact. Last 
year when we on this side declared that 
the imposition of the tax would mean 
dearer food, we were assured on the 
authority of the Government that that 
was not the case, and that the foreigner 
would pay, while now we are told that 
the foreign railway companies have paid. 
Our experience of railway companies in 
this country and of the railway trusts in 
the United States convinces us that the 
railway companies are very well able to 
take care of themselves, and that thev 
do not go round on_ philanthropic 
missions, trying to find out how thev 
can pay the taxes put on the food of 
the people. What we had previously 
stated is now conceded. 

The hon. Member for Tonbridge told us 
that according to statistics the loaf has not 
risen in price, and he gaveas an instance 
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that in March of last year the loaf in 
London was 5d., and at the end of 
the year it was the same. If the hon. 
Member will look at the statistics he | 
will find that he referred to household 
bread which is arather better class than 
that eaten bythe very poor. The second | 
class quality of bread fetched in the | 
early part of the year from 33d, to 4d., | 
and then it went up to 44d. and 5d. | 
So there was a very decided advance in 
the price of bread which the poor man 
had to buy. The late Chancellor of the | 
Exchequer practically conceded the 
differences in the price of corn early in | 
the history of the tax, because when | 


the caband omnibus drivers com plained | 
to him of their difficulties, because 
of the price of corn he advised 
them to raise their fares. It is now) 
conceded by the present Chancellor of | 
the Exchequer that the poor, had to 
pay this tax on food, and as a matter of 
fact the people who now say that the) 
poor do not pay are practically confined | 
to the few who have brought forward | 
this Amendment. The right hon. 
Gentlemen the Member for Sleaford 
and the hon. Member for Sheffield make 
a very charming duet if it were not that | 
in thismatter,at anyrate, they are like“‘the 
voice of one crying in the wilderness,” | 
but they will not be heard. The hon. | 
Member for South Derbyshire stated in 
the constituency in which I live that 
he would pay £1,000 to anyone who 
could prove that the poor had to pay 
the tax. I commend that to the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. There is a 
fine chance for the Revenue. In the 
interests of the country, and in the 
interests of the Revenue, why cannot 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer claim 
that £1,000. There is a fine way open | 
to some hon. Member to defray the 
expenses of an election, which cannot 
be postponed very long, and which may 
come upon us at any moment. 


In 1794 corn was 94s. per quarter, 
and wages were so low that the. 
magistrates had to fix a minimum wage | 
that should be paid to the workers of | 
the country, and then make up from | 
the rates enough to feed and keep| 
them in decency. The effect of that 
was that whole parishes were pauper- | 
ised, with corn at 94s. per quarter. | 


Mr. Mansfield. 
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The Colonial Secretary said that if they 
raised the price of food wages would go 
up in proportion, or rather more than 
in proportion, because there would be 


‘something left over. What are the facts 


with regard to that? The Government 
Returns show that that was not true; 
and these Returns are not compiled by 
the War Office, so they can be taken as 
correct. They were taken for the years 
1840 (before the repeal of the corn 
tax) and 1894. What was the condition 
of things when food was high? Because 
what has been may be again, and 


‘although it is not safe for me to 


prophesy what may happen in the 


‘future, the facts may be used as the 


basis for forming an idea as to what 
will happen if food is raised. In London 


‘in 1840 the average carpenter (accord- 


ing to the Government Returns) got 


| 27s. per week; in 1894 he got 35s. ; 


in 1840 the bricklayer got 27s., and in 
1894, 38s. ; in 1840 the ordinary town 
labourer got 18s. ; in 1894, 25s. ; in 1840, 
the provincial town labourer got 14s. ; in 
1894, 25s.; in 1840, the cotton weavers 
averaged 12s. per week; now they 
averaged 15s. 2d.; in 1840 in the iron 
trade the fitter got 21s., and he now gets 
32s.; in 1840, his labourer got 15s., and 
now he gets 2ls. The agricultural 
labourer before the repeal got 10s. 6d. 
per week, and he now gets 16s. on the 
average. A careful study of these figures 
will show that the agricultural labourer 
is the most hardly hit class of any in the 
community. In 1840 he earned 10s. 6d. 
per week, which enabled him to purchase 
five pecks of wheat. In 1885 he got 16s., 
and that enabled him to purchase sixteen 
pecks of wheat. These figures show what 
an alarming state of things may be in 
front of the agricultural labourer and the 
poorer class of the community if this tax 
is continued or made the machinery 
through which a larger tax may be put 
upon the community. Dear food is not 


‘accompanied by higher wages; it is 
| calculated to bring about a lower standard. 
‘of living and vitality, and a largely 


increased lunacy and mortality. It is 
altogether against the interests of the 
workers that the food stuffs of this 
country should be high in price. 

And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 
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EVENING SITTING. 
FINANCE BILL. 
(SECOND READING. ] 
Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment to Question [9th 


June], “‘That the Bill be now read a 
second time ”— 


Which Amendment was— 


‘*To leave out the word ‘ That,’ to the end 
of the Question, in order to add the words 
‘this House considers that the financial policy 
of His Majesty’s Government, in the remission 
of indirect taxation imposed only last year for 
— of a permanent character involves a 
needless and injurious disturbance of trade and 
a serious loss to the Revenue, without sub- 
stantial relief to the consumer ; and that, if 
any remission of indirect taxation is considered 
necessary by His Majesty’s Government, such 
remission ought to be made by a reduction of 
the Duties proposed to be levied on tea or 
other articles of general consumption.” (Mr. 
Chaplin.) 


Question again proposed, “That the 
words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” — 


Debate resumed. 


*Mr. MANSFIELD: When the sitting 
was interrupted I was endeavouring to 
show that while from the point of view 
ot the large farmers possibly the retention 
of this tax might be looked upon with 
some favour, from the point of view of 
the small holders and the agricultural 
labourers it is looked upon with alarm. 
And I was giving my reasons why I 
could not give my support to the Amend- 
ment of the right hon. Member for 
Sleaford. The argument that the high 
price of food creates a high wage is not 
an argument based on our experience of 
the past, but on pure fancy, and an argu- 
ment which it is not desirable to adopt. 
In the interest of the small farmers, small 
shopkeepers and labourers, and all those 
who are not owners of large landed 
property, I was protesting against the 
retention of this tax. In connection with 
the taxation of food, the Colonial Secre- 
tary has admitted one thing, stated 
another, and promised two others. He 
has admitted that the working classes 
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pay three-fourths of the taxation of food, 
because it has been shown that of the 
indirect taxation of this country the 
working classes pay three-fourths, and 
he has made a promise that wages would 
increase, and a kind of semi-promise that 
if the workers are not starved by the 
time they are sixty-five they shall have 
5s. a week. With regard to these state- 
ments, the figures I have quoted show the 
statements cannot be founded on the 
facts of the past, because although it may 
be true that there may be some increase 
of wages in some directions, it is not true 
generally. It may be that some of the 
branches of the iron workers may get an 
increase of wages, and the makers of 
ammunition may get an increase of 
wages, and that a great deal of the 
rubbish made in Birmingham may sell at 
a higher price, and that the workers may 
benefit, but what about the miners, the 
operatives in the building trades, the 
small investors and the like? Is the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer going to pay 
bigger interest on Consols? Are the 
investors in the savings bank to get 
more for their money? What about the 
postmen, the civil servants, the policemen, 
the arsenal men, and the soldiers and the 
sailors? Is their pay going to be coures- 
pondingly increased ? Practically every- 
body but the Colonial Secretary is 
convinced that his optimistic view will 
not be held long after the food stuffs of 
the country are taxed in the way that is 
suggested. If there is an increase in the 
wages at all, it must come not by the 
free will of the masters, but after a long 
series of strikes and disputes, in the course 
of which the workmen will be reduced to 
the point of starvation, as is the case at 
Penrhyn, before they secure their rights. 
Is the Colonial Secretary going to help 
them in their battles, and, after all these 
strikes, will he speak from their platforms 
and do what he can to get their wages 
raised ? Then theretis promised also a sort 
of ready reckoner for the working people 
of the country from which they will be 
able to make out what they ought to 
have. I have never found that they 
ever had any difficulty about that ; they 
know already ; their difficulty is to get it. 
When can we see a copy of this table? Is 
it to be placed in the library, or must we 
go to the Unionist agent to give us the 
particulars of the scheme, and is the 





table promised going to be of any 
T 





535 Finance 


interest to the working man when he 
cannot get what it says he ought to 
have? The working men of this country 
will not have it. 


The headquarters of the Party 
opposite are in a state of chaos 
_and confusion at the present moment, 
hecause they are told that this scheme 
of increased taxation on the food of the 
people will not be tolerated in the con- 
stituencies. The Colonial Secretary is 


wrecking his Party in the same way, as | 


we have reason to know, as he wrecked 


our Party in the eighties. The old lesson | 


has been starved into the people of this 
country, and they will not have protec- 
tion. It is all very well to say this tax is 
to be withdrawn because it is subject to 
misrepresentation, but that is not the 
case. It is being withdrawn because it is 
thoroughly understood; because the 
people know what it means, and because 
many of them who have passed through 
the old black starvation days of protec- 
tion have no wish to go back to them. 
The Colonial Secretary speaks with two 
voices, and the people agree with what he 
saidin 1885. We know that the Colonial 
Secretary has taken for his motto ‘* What 
I have said I have said.” The voice in 
1885 said taxation of food would reduce 
wages, but the other voice says it will 
increase them. It may be a fair election 
ery. The taxation of food will raise the 
wages of the people, but right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite know in their hearts 
that the people will not have the 
Birmingham scheme though it may be 
called by aGerman name. The Colonial 


Secretary admits that the poor pay three-| 


fourths of the indirect taxation. That 
being so, where was he when the Budget 
of last year was being conceived? Why 
did he sit still then and hear it 
said that this tax would not fall 


on the poor, and why, when the argu- | 


ment was used that it would broaden the 


basis of taxation, did he not say that three- | 
fourths of the indirect taxation was paid | 


by the poor? It was admitted last night 
that one-third of the population of this 


country was below the border line of | 


what was necessary to keep them alive, 
and it was suggested by some speakers 
that that fact in itself was sufficient to 
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I agree with the right hon. Member for 
the Cambridge University when he said 
'that to reverse the fiscal policy was not 
| the way to remedy that state of things, 
| that the effect of altering our fiscal 
| arrangements would be to bring 
“some of those who are just above, 
jbelow that line; to press those 
|now beneath it still lower down, 
and to bring distress to every class. 
| Why is one-third of the population below 
the line? That is the question we want to 
answer, and we want to conceive a plan 
by which taxation shall be made less 
hard on the one-third below the border 
: line in its unfair and restrictive incidence. 
We on this side of the House are fully 
justified in the action we took last year, 
and we welcome the Budget so far as it 
goes. The future, the Government tell 
us, is to be met by a point of interroga- 
tion. There is to be an inquiry. How 
long have the Party opposite been fond 
of inquiries with a view to legislation ! 
Was there an inquiry on the part of the 
Government before the South African 
war? I venture to think if there had 
been there would have- been no war 
Was there an inquiry with regard to the 
Education Act? We are told there was 
one in convocation, but did the Govern- 
ment hold an inquiry, and did they take 
the views of the Nonconformists of the 
country ? The reason they are converted 
to the idea of an inquiry now is because 
it is a convenient way of shelving this 
question for a time. I hope the Colonial 
Secretary will give us the light and 
leading which has been sought on both 
sides of the House, and that he will tell 
us, as was suggested by the right hon. 
Member for East Fife, whether he has 
converted the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, or whether the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has converted him. I think 
that would be very helpful to us in 
‘coming to a decision on this matter. I 
think the Prime Minister ought to come 
down off the fence. We have been 
twitted with the fact that there was a 
united Party opposite, and that we sat on 
thefence. The Party opposite are in that 
position now. We know where we are 
|now—we are on the right side of the 
'fence, and we ask that the Prime 
| Minister, who is the leader of the 
| Government after all, and is responsible 


warrant the country in reversing its | “aap 
present fiseal policy which has been so for the Cabinet so far as he can be, should 


successful. I do not view it in that light. | tell us to-night what Minister he favours ; 


Mr Mansfield, 
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which view he takes; what is to be the 
policy of the Government ; and whether 
he is in favour of taxing the food of the 
people, or in favour of keeping up the 


old traditions of free trade, which 
has done so much to make us 
the people we are? One of the 


most heroic characters in our history 
was old Sir Richard Grenville. who 
refused to flee from  overwhelm- 


ing foes and forsake his sick and 
wounded. When the enemy — sur- 
rounded him, he was prepared to 


sink his ship rather than fall into 
their hands. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Prime Minister tells us it is 
his intention to sink his ship rather 
than give up the principles of free 
trade, he also will go down in history 
as a hero, and the poor, the destitute, 
and the starving will bless him for what 
he did to help them in their hard 
struggle for life. Mr. Speaker, I have 
simply risen to say that although I am 
the representative of an agricultural 
constituency, I cannot go into the lobby 
with the mover of this Amendment. 


*Mr. DUKE (Plymouth): The hon. 
Member who has just sat down has 
recommended the Prime Minister to 
model himself on Sir Richard Grenville. 
The view a man like Sir Richard 
Grenville would take might often 
help us, it we knew it, and in so far as 
this corn duty before the House is 
bound up with the much greater ques- 
tion which we all desire to discuss at 
an early opportunity, it is a question 
which appeals to those large considera- 
tions which governed the Empire- 
builders of past times. So far as the 
question on which we have to come 
to an immediate decision is concerned, 
those considerations do not arise. I 
assume that in the division which will 
take place there will be an overwhelming 
majority in favour of the repeal of the 
duty. On the other side, the Amend- 
ment will be voted against with great 
heartiness, because it is supposed to 
contain the germ of dangerous legisla- 
tion. If I thought this vote would be 
taken as the decision of the House upon 
the greater question which has been 
suggested, I could not give my vote in 
favour of the Government. It seems to 
me there is a great gulf between the 
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decision which the House is to give 
to-night as to whether the corn duty 
shall be discontinued as a_registra- 
tion duty, and the question whether 
the corn duty shall be retained in 
order that in some future session of 
some future Parliament it may be made 
the foundation of a new course of legis- 
lation. Atthe present moment itappears 
to me that the conclusion impressed upon 
the minds of most of us is that this 
duty has no protective tendency at all, and 
the real controversy is whether it should 
orshould not be continued as a foundation 
for future protective legislation. I do 
not think we are entitled to take advan- 
tage of the exigencies of a great war 
and the patriotism of the masses of the 
people which permitted this tax; 
on the first necessary of life, to start on 
a new financial policy for which there 
is no mandate from the electors ; and 
taking that view, I am not at all ready 
to vote for the Amendment of the right 
hon. Member for Sleaford. On the other 
hand, I cannot ignore the facts on which 
the right hon. Member founded his 
Motion. It seems to be assumed on the 
other side of the House that the con- 
dition of things which exists in 1903 is 
the condition of things which existed 
in 1852. I take the view that none of 
the facts material to the case at the 
present time wer: in existence in 1852. 
The United States as a source of food 
supply for this country did not exist to 
any substantial extent at the time of the 
decision of 1852. The German Empire, as 
an entity in politics or as an industrial 
force, did not then exist. The British 
Empire, as we understand it to-day, did 
not exist at that time. It is true we 
had scattered over the world a number 
of colonies which were regarded with 
great alarm and apprehension among 
politicians whose successors sit on that 
side of the House. [OpposiTION cries 
of ‘No, no.”’] Well, let hon. Gentlemen 
opposite consider the speeches made 
immediately before 1852, and they will 
see at once whether the politicians of 
those days regarded the unity of the 
colonies with the mother country as a 
thing worth striking for or making 
sacrificesfor. [Sir H. CaMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN: What of Mr. Disraeli? | The right 
hon. Gentleman refers to Mr. Disraeli, 
and if Mr. Disraeli had pronounced an 
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opinion upon facts such as we have | periodthe import of beef has increased 
before us to-day, it would be very relevant from 1,200,000 ewts. to 3,500,000 ewts. 
to this discussion ; but what [ am ventur- | The import of fresh mutton did not exist 
ing to point out to the right hon. Gentle- | 


man,and tothosesitting behind him, isthat 
none of these salient facts with which 


| grown to a total of 3,500,000 cwts. 


we are confronted to-day existed at the. 
, country, who have a right to look forward 


time of the decision of 1852. For my 
own part, | cannot go to my con- 
stituents and my fellow-countrymen 
who are confronted with gigantic diffi- 
culties which threaten the existence of 


their industries and attempt to fill their | 


mouths and to. silence them with 
something which somebody said in 1852, 
when the facts were so entirely different. 
I think the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Sleaford is entitled in the 
present state of the facts to ask this 
House and the country whether, upon 
the facts as they now stand, the judgment 
of 1852 would be the right judgment. 
If I had to decide now, without further 
informationand without inquiry, whether 
there should be free trade incorn and 
all other commodities at this moment I do 
not hesitate to say that I should cast my 
vote in the affirmative that there should 
be free trade. I cannot, however, dis- 
regard these matters, and I do not think 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Sleaford can be expected to disregard 
them. 


Let me remind the House of two 
or three facts which emphasise the 
observations I have just made. In 1871 
the population of this country was 
about 32,000,000, and it has now in- 
ereased by about one-third of that 
number. At that time the import of 
wheat into this country was 31,000,000 
ewts., but it is now 81,000,000 ecwts. 
The import of meal and flour into 
this country in 1871 was 5,000,000 
ewts., but it is now 20,000,000 cwts. 
So that it will be seen that the import 
of agricultural produce into this country 
has been increased in respect of corn by 
about three times the amount, and in the 
case of wheat, meal, and flour by about 
four times the amount, whilst the popu- 
lation has increased by something like 
one-third. During that period a new 
trade in fresh meat, bacon, and hams 
has grown up. The importation of 


bacon has increased from 500,000 ewts. 
to 5,000,000 cwts. 
Mr. Duke. 


then to any large extent, and now it has 
In 
face of facts like these it is expected that 
the agricultural community of this 


at any rate to supply something towards 
the daily necessaries of life for the mass of 
their fellow countrymen, should be con- 
tent with the present state of things, 
which practically excludes them from 
their own market, and which, in the 


course of about thirty years, has had 
the result of producing a trebled increase 


in the importation of wheat, a quadrupled 
increase in the importation of flour, and 
has brought into existence this im- 
mense importation of meat of all kinds. 
The agricultural classes of this country 
naturally say that if there is some 
doctrine—certainly not of divine origin, 
but absolutely of human origin—rejected 
in every other country in the world 
but accepted in this country, and operat- 
ing with such results to them, they should 
be allowed to examine that doctrine. 
While the population of this country is 
increasing at a great rate, and while 
wealth is increasing, they wish to know 
whether it is in fact essential for the well 
being of the country that the agricultural 
interest should be sacrificed. There 
cannot be any doubt that it has been 
sacrificed. Noone can doubt the ac- 


‘curacy of the figures which have been 


_ time. 





During the same 


given us by the Board of Trade in 
regard tothe importation of food. 


There is another set of statistics 
which ought to be considered, namely, 
the population of this country which 
is directly engaged in agriculture. In 
1871, when our population was so 
much smaller, when these imports 
hardly existed, that population was one- 
third greater than it is at the present 
So that while the population 
of this country as a whole has 
increased, and while the prosperity of 
the country has increased, and the 
consumption of all kinds of agricultural 
produce has also increased, the popula- 
tion which used to get a livelihood out 
of agriculture has decreased by one- 
third, and the condition of the agri- 
cultural population is considerably worse- 
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at the present time than it was thirty | petition of competitors who do not 
years ago. Are we to be told that! hesitate to use every kind of artificial 
because our forefathers half a century| means to build up the prosperity 
ago decided that free trade was their| of their own countries. Under these 
only possible policy, we are to offer an| circumstances, and seeing in the condi- 
absolute non-possumus to the agricul-| tion of agriculture a state of things which 
turists who, after all, are our fellow- | is likely to be repeated in the condition of 
countrymen, who represent one of the| the iron trade and the woollen trade as 
greatest, and certainly the oldest of the | far as future prospects are concerned, 


industries in this country, and who ask 
to have their case considered. Are we to 


offer them nothing except the catch | 
words of free trade which sprang up| 


in a controversy half a century ago, 


under conditions absolutely different | 
from the conditions existing at the) 
present time. If I were driven to vote | 
now uponthe question whether we should | 
have free trade, I should be bound in the | 
present state of my knowledge to say | 


“Yes,” because we have had. perhaps, 
sixty years of prosperity. But it is 


impossible to ignore the decaying | 
villages and the farms which have gone | 


ont of cultivation ; it is impossible to 
ignore the state of the iron and coal 
trade, and the fact that we are exporting 
the coal which is the foundation of all our 


industries. It is impossible to look at | 


these facts and say that we live in a 


‘and also in the condition of the cotton 


| trade, and knowing that these staples of 
our commercial life represent more than 
two-thirds of the exports of this country, 
upon which the masses of our people 
depend for their daily bread, it is no 
satisfaction to me to be told that there 
is great we:lth in this country and 
that it has come to the country 
entirely by free trade. To whom has 
the great wealth come? It has not 
come to the masses who are so crowded 
in our great towns. The task which 
lies before this House is to provide 
some means even of housing those masses 
so that there may be a reasonable ex- 
pectation that they will grow up as 
good Englishmen and Englishwomen as 
their predecessors. It is no argument to 
say that there are great classes in this 
‘country who have accumulated wealth. 


state of things which makes the judg- We are told that we pay for part of our 
ment of fifty years ago a relevant judg- | imports out of the interest on our invest 
ment at the present time, and although | ments abroad and out of the earnings of 
1 am in accord with what has been|our shipping. I may point out that 
said against retaining this tax as a/the agricultural labourer in the rural 
badge of protection, I decline to be a/ districtsof this country and the labourers 
silent Member of what was described | in the great towns have no sharein that 
from this bench last night as an over-| wealth. It may be satisfactory to them 
whelming majority which was to be got|to hear that their neighbours are 
together in favour of a perpetual system | exceedingly prosperous, and that it 
of what is now called free trade. It is| does not matter to the great body of 
not free trade, it is free imports, which | hon. Gentlemen sitting opposite, and to 
is a totally different thing, and a thing | some Members sitting on this side of 
which the founders of the free trade| the House, whether the industry cf 
doctrine never dreamed of, and which, if| this country is maintained at its present 
they had dreamed of they would never | level or not. But the state of things 
have sanctioned. to-day cannot be satisfactory to the 
._ | labouring classes in the great townsor to 

I ask hon. Members to bear in) jy, ore ee farmer ph agricultural 
mind that those great men who labourer. For my own part, Mr. 





devised the great plan of that time 
predicted that within a short time of 
that period free trade would be the 
commercial policy of the world. But it 
has not become the policy of the world ; 
it is the commercial policy of one 
kingdom in the universe, and we have 
to face the difficulties here of the com- 


Speaker, I am very glad that this 
division is taken at a time when we know 
something as to the future from the 
pledges of the Prime Minister who, after 
all, is the leader of this House, and who 





speaks the views of the Government 
upon matters upon which they are 
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agreed. It is a satisfaction to me that I 
have to vote upon this question in the 
face of a promise of the right hon. 
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Gentlemen that no step which shall be | 


taken now, shall be held to exclude the 
Members of the present Government 
from taking any means that may be 
found possible to remedy the present 
condition of things. 


As matters stand English land is going 
out of cultivation, English agriculture is 
a shrinking industry, although the 
consumption of agricultural products 
is daily and steadily increasing in this 
country; and the industries of this 
country other than agriculture are 
threatened with competition abroad, 
which is likely to be, in the case of some 
of them, as overwhelming a competition 
as it has been already in others. It is 
a further satisfaction to remember 
that the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies has pledged himself to apply 
his abilities to see if he can find some 


means of remedying the decaying 
condition of agriculture, and the 
threatened condition of our other 
industries. This seems to me to be a 


task worthy of statesmanship. It may 
not seem so to those who rejoice in the 
wealth accumulated in this country. 
To them it may not be a matter of great 
concern whether this country as the 
home of a population of 40,000,0U0 or 
50,000,000 people shall continue or not. 
To me it seems to be one of the very first 
questions in the polities of the present 
day. I know hon. Gentlemen opposite 
take different views, and I hope they 
will tell their constituents their views 
upon this question. [OPPOSITION cries of 
“We will.”] I find no difficulty in 
telling my constituents that I think 
their first duty is to do everything that 
is necessary to maintain the prosperity 
of this kingdom and the greatness and 
unity of the Empire. [ believe that the 
guarded and cautious policy forecasted 
by the Colonial Secretary is a policy 
which at any rate shows some concern 
for those interests which are so much 
threatened at the present time. There- 
fore I shall give my vote in support of 
the Budget of the Government and 
the Second Reading of the Finance Bill, 
and reserve the liberty, from which hon. 
Gentlemen opposite have been careful 
to cut themselves away, not to reject 


Mr. Duke. 
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because they are contrary to doctrines 
of Adam Smith or of Mr. Cobden, de- 
vised under different circumstances, 
proposals which in my judgment will 
promote the prosperity of the kingdom 
and the unity of the Empire. 


*Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
The hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
down first gave us an argument against 
the repeal of the corn tax, and then he told 
us that he intended to vote for the repeal. 
[suppose we must leave the matter there. 
There is only one observation of his to 
which I should like to refer. He stated 
the policy of this country was one of 
free imports. Yes,it is; and there is no 
greater triumph of our free trade policy 
than that our imports this year should 
have exceeded £500,000,000 in value. 
The hon. and learned Gentleman 
imagines that these £500,000,000 are not 
paid for by British labour. I can assure 
him that there is no other way by which 
this £500,000,000 value of imports can 
be paid for except by British labour. In 
part it is British labour of which no- 
mention is made in the Board of Trade 
Returns, but it is British labour never- 
theless. I will give the hon. Member 
one illustration, which I will draw from 
the speech of the hon. Member for 
Hampshire. The hon. Member for 
Hampshire told us in his condemnation 
of a general free trade policy that the 
United States had exported to this 
this year no less than 
£108,000,000 worth of goods; but the 
hon. Member did not tell us that those 
goods were almost entirely carried in 
British ships. He might also have told. 
us what the freights on those goods 
amounted to, say, something like one- 
sixth of their value. Therefore the 
United States did not get £108,006, 100, 
but perhaps £90,000,000, and about 
£18,000,000 of the sum total which 
appears under imports from the United 
States really represents British labour. 


_The same thing is true of our exports. 


Our exports represent the value of the 
goods as they leave our coast, but you 
have to add to that the value of the 


| British labour in the shipping. The hon. 


Member has spoken of the United States 
and their gigantictrade. Not only do we 
carry the exports from the United States. 
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to Great Britain, bu: we carry a consider- 
able part of the general United States 
trade, and they have to pay a tribute to 


British labour both on their exports and | 
Let it not be forgotten that the | 
profits we make upon our shipping and | 


imports. 


mercantile trade are the largest profits in 


business and the profits most easily | 
Under free trade it is perfectly | 
true that we have to a great extent | 
changed the character of our industry. | 


made. 


We were at one time an agricultural 
nation, but we are an agricultural nation 
n> longer. 


and shipping. We are the merchants and 
the carriers of the world. The great high- 
way of the world is ours, and scarcely a 
ship load of goods is carried on the ocean 
highway but what a Briton exacts his toll ; 
and it is by this means that we pay for 
this gigantic figure of £500,000.000 of 
imports. 
examine our import and export figures, 
we shall have to put down another 
£200,000,000 for what is called invisible 
exports. We can show a total foreign 


trade, including our shipping and mer- | 
cantile services, exceeding £1,000,000,000 | 


a year. 


We have been promised an inquiry, 
and the Government are going to get 


out of their difficulties by giving us an | 


inquiry into the whole subject of free 
trade and protection, as if we had 
never discussed or considered that 
subject before. Would any man 
who ventures come into public 
life in this 
to his constituents 


to 


and tell them 


that he had not formed an opinion | 


upon the fiscal policy of this country. 
The only inquiry that is relevant now is 
an inquiry into the state of mind of the 
Prime Minister. Has he made up his 
mind as to his policy? How can we 
submit this subject to a Commission? Is 
the Colonial Secretary going to inquire ? 
He is not inquiring, he is fighting, and 
we are to have our hands tied for two 
years while the inquiry goes on. The 
Colonial Secretary is to carry fire and 
sword into every constituency. He 
has not waited for inquiry. He comes 
down to the House with “my _ policy.” 
He promised us an inquiry, but to do 
what? Not an inquiry into “my policy,” 
but into the plan by which “my policy ” 
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We were at one time a great | 
manufacturing nation, and we are still. | 
But even that is giving place to trading | 


That is why, when we come to | 


House dare to go down | 
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| is to be carried out. The intricate details 
_as to the articles on which the colonies 
may legitimately have a preferential 
tariff are to be the subjects of the 
Colonial Secretary’s inquiry. But the 
Colonial Secretary, say what we will of 
him, is a man who knows his ownmind, and 
needs no inquiry into the subject. What 
authority could any Commission have 
against the Prime Minister and the 
Colonial Secretary? Is any worthy 
gentleman who sits on this Commission, 
and who will examine all the figures 
which are as much open to the Prime 
Minister and the Colonial Secretary as 
they would be to the Royal Com- 
mission itself, and who forms a 
judgment on these figures, to come 
forward with the authority of the Prime 


/ Minister and the Colonial Secretary ? 


What is to happen to us? The Com- 
mission gives its decision. Suppose it 
gives a decision against the Colonial 
Secretary, will that muzzle him? The 
question before the House now is—on 
what principle are we repealing this tax ? 
Is it on the principle of free trade, or 
is the principle on which we are to act to 
be, as The Times newspaper expressed it, 
reculer pour mieux sauter? That is the 
| question before us now. We are entitled 
to challenge the Prime Minister to 
declare to the country his opinion on the 
| eontroversy between protection and free 
trade. Suppose the Commission delivers 
its judgment against the Colonial Secre- 
‘tary, he has prejudged the question. He 
_has appealed to the colonies. He has 
told us in this House—I wish to quote 
his own words—that— 


‘* Nothing could be worse than to leave the 
colonies in doubt.” 


Mr. Seddon has taken advantage of the 
statement and he is pressing us for a con- 

| clusion on the subject. Are we to wait for 
two years while the Prime Minister who 
_ has not burned his boats, sits in his conning 
tower and views the fighting of his lieu- 
|tenant. Is he then going to make up his 
mind after two years which side is going to 
win? The issue has to be fought out now. 
We did not raise the question. It was 
'the Colonial Secretary who threw his 
| sword into the scales, and the battle has 
| now got to be fought. I have read and 
re-read the speech of the Prime Minister, 
| and I can say frankly that I have studied 
|it from the point of view of getting 
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quotations by which I could pin the 
Prime Minister or the Government to 
some policy, but read and re-read that 
speech as you will you will not get any 
definite expression of opinion in it. 
I admit that the Prime Minister 
at this moment is absolutely at liberty, 
so far as regards anything he has. said, 
to declare himself a pronounced pro- 
tectionist or a pronounced free trader. 
Not so with the Colonial Secretary. He 
has expressed his opinion, and he is 
going to the country on a protectionist 
policy. Is the Prime Minister going to 
stand by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
and free trade? Can anything be more 
tattered and moth-eaten than the pro- 
tectionist banner raised by the Colonial 
Secretary and inscribed with a promise 
of increased wages for the working 
classes? The Colonial Secretary has 
outlined his plan in detail. He is 
going to raise money by import duties 
and fight foreigners with preferential 
tariffs for the purpose of increasing 
the wages of the working classes 
and giving them old-age pensions. 
That is a declared policy which we can 
understand, and on that we join issue. 


But I would appeal to the Prime Minister 


to state whether he is going to stand by 
the Colonial Secretary or not. If he is 
not, we are entitled to demand in the 
interest of the Constitutional Government 
of this country that the Colonial Secretary 
should no longer remain a member of a 
Government which abjures his principles 
and declines his policy. 


*Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stowmarket) : 
This debate has been labelled with many 
adjectives. It has been called sham, 
interesting, embarrassing, inconvenient ; 
but whichever be the appropriate ad- 
jective, I think every one will admit that 
this has been the biggest free trade demon- 
stration since the Corn Laws were repealed. 
After a great deal of deliberation, 
and uneasiness, I have come to the con- 
clusion that it is my duty to vote for the 
Government on this occasion; and | 
should like to recommend this attitude of 
Party loyalty to certain hon. friends on 
this side of the House, who, with unneces. 
sary violence, when some weeks ago some 
of us disagreed with the Government, 
advised us to cross to the other side of 
the House. I desire now to vote for the 
‘Chancellor of the Exchequer, and I hope 


Mr. M‘Kenna. 
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he will perhaps be able to do something 
for me. For six months after the last 
Budget it was my good or ill fortune to go 
about the country a good deal, trying to 
persuade the people that the corn tax 
was going to be felt by nobody, and to be 
paid entirely by the foreigner. What am 
I now todo? I would be enormously 
assisted if the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer would provide me with a speech 
which I could use, without stultifying my- 
self too much, in explaining to the people 
that I was wrong during all those months. 
I would put it among the curiosities which 
adorn the tea-room, and in place of my 
ordinary refreshment I would endeavour 
| to read, swallow, and inwardly digest my 
/own words. At the same time I would also 
|ask my right hon. friend to provide the 
| Party with some new pamphlet for the new 
| Party organiser, to take the place of the 
‘leaflet which was circulated in thousands 
'last year, proving how excellent a thing 
| the corn tax was; unless the new Party 
| organiser has been selected on account of 
| his own proficiency in providing escapes on 
/his own account. In spite of my personal 
| discomfiture, however, I will vote for the 
| Government, because this has heen chosen 
| as the battle ground on which the protec- 
| tionists are going to give battle to the free 
'traders. Last year, I am free to confess, 
| I did vote for this measure as introduced 
| by my right hon. friend the late Chancellor 
| of the Exchequer, thinking that it was a 
| perfectly proper fiscal measure to increase 
/our national revenue for war expendi- 
/ture. I, for one, was not averse to 
the proposition that people who voted 
for the war and thought the war 
necessary and righteous should feel 
the pinch of taxation in order to pay for 
it. But now that on his responsibility 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer tells us 
| that he can meet his liabilities without 
this additional taxation, I am _ perfectly 
convinced that the just and righ: thing 
| to do is for the right hon. Gentleman to 
|remove this tax from the food of the 
| people. [ am extremely glad to find 
|that he has done it. No doubt a 
rumour has got abroad that if this tax 
were to be kept on it would be used firstly 
| as a lever to increase itself ; in the second 
| place as a lever to impose similar taxation 
upon other articles of primary necessity ; 
‘and in the third place that it might 
pave the way for a fiscal change whose 
beginning is only just foreshadowed, 
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but whose end nobody can foretell. I 
am not the slave of any shibboleth at all. 
If protectionists tell me that the people 
would be better off—better clothed, fed, 
and educated—by reverting to the 
system of protection, and could prove 
that, I would cease to be a free trader, 
but I am not going to become a pro- 
tectionist on their saying so. They must 
show me figures and facts which at least 
I can understand, and | will be prepared 
to consider their position. At present I 
am convinced that such taxation as the 
corn tax is not necessary, that it presses 
hardly on some people, and that it 
is inadvisable for all; and, because 
the whole question is inextricably | 
mixed up with some nebulous scheme of | 
protection or preferential tariffs which I 
do not yet understand, I ask earnestly 
for guidance from the leaders of my | 
Party. 





| interest. 


*Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): | 
The hon. Member who has just spoken | 
desires guidance and light in this matter | 
from the leaders of his Party. It appears 
to me that those who are at present in| 
doubt as to the policy of the Government 
are like men groping about in a marsh 
ona dark night. On the one hand there | 
is a certain light from the will-o’-the- 
wisp of the Colonial Office, and on the 
other hand there is the steadier, though 
rather dim light, from the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer and the Secretary to the 
Treasury. 1am very glad that the hon. 
Member has taken a sound line with 
regard to the general policy on which 
the trade of the country should be 
governed. I understand that he sup- 
ported the tax last year because on the 
one hand it was described as a war tax, 
and on the other because it would 
be a broadening of the general basis of | 
taxation of the country. LHither one or 
other of these principles was sound, and 
for my part I am utterly at a loss to 
know how these two positions can be 
reconciled one with another. My object 
in rising is to refer to the speech of the 
hon. and learned Member for Plymouth. | 
He left his seat where he usually sits 
below the gangway in order to fire what 
appeared to be a protectionist broadside 
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| trade case. 
| Gentleman referred to the case of the 


| 
| 
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below him. In the course of his speech 
he said that the population of the country 


had increased during the past fifty years 
by at least one-third. 


Mr. DUKE: I said that it had in- 
creased one-third since 1870. 


*Mr. STEVENSON: Well, _ since 
1870. That makes out a_ stronger 
case for free trade. If there are 


10,000,000 mouths more to feed now it 
appears to me that supplies 10,000,000 
more arguments in favour of the free 
But the hon. and learned 


_ agricultural interest, and as one who has 


sat for eighteen years for an agricultural 


constituency, I think I am entitled to 
| speak on agricultural matters as well as 


the hon. Member for Plymouth. There 
are various shades of the agricultural 
As far as agricultural labourers 
are concerned, there are men still living 
who remember the days of protection, 
and the miserable food and wages of those 
times. The recollection of those days 
weighs upon them like a hideous night- 
mare. In the past fifteen or twenty 
years there has been among farmers a 
change of opinion, due, not to any theory, 
but to the gradually changing conditions of 
agriculture. Live stock now plays a very 
much more important part in the life of 
a farm than was formerly the case, and 
in order to feed live stock, it is necessary 
to have feeding stuffs at a reasonable and 
cheap rate. At the present time it is 
only the best kind of barley and the best 
kind of wheat that is sent to market. 
The rest is consumed on the farm and 
supplemented in a very large, and in 
many districts to an increasing, extent 
by means of food stuffs obtained from 
abroad, and it is a matter of the greatest 
importance that these supplies should he 
obtained at a cheap rate. If the policy 
which would be involved in the retention 
of the corn tax were enlarged and ex- 
tended by such proposals as have been 
recently put forth in the country, the 


effect would be to encourage in the 
| colonies, to our detriment, the growth of 


meat for the purpose of importation into 
this country. I believe there is nothing 
in the world would do more injury to the 
farming interest of this country than a 


at the devoted head of the Chancellor of | policy of that kind. Those who think 
the Exchequer, who sat immediately that by a policy of that kind they 
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would greatly assist the farming interest 
are greatly deceiving themselves and 
others. It would have a directly opposite 
effect, and the agriculture of the country 
would suffer to an extent and in a manner 
in which it has not suffered even in the 
most gloomy days of the past. Therefore, 
the hon. and learned Member for Ply- 
mouth and others who got up to speak 
on the agricultural interest are surely 
ignoring the changed conditions that have 
vome over the country, and also the 
change of feeling that has come over 
the classes engaged in agriculture, and 
also the consumers, who are themselves, 
to a great extent, concerned in agri- 
cultural pursuits. 

We all desire that the depression 
in the agricultural districts should 
come to an end. We all desire that 
means should be provided for restoring 
the soil to the population which they 
have so largely lost. But that is not to 
be done by artifices of this kind. It is 
to other directions that we must look for 
remedies, and we must leave suggestions 
of this kind to be relegated to these who 
still believe in the principles shared by the 
Colonial Secretary and by the hon. Mem- 
her for the Central Division of Sheffield. 
At this time our only desire is to ascertain 
what is the mind of the Prime Minister in 
regard to this great question. Although 
the debate has been limited to the 
question of the remission of the corn 
duty we all of us have a wider topic in 
our minds, and we are all desirous to 
know what is the mind of the Prime 
Minister with regard to that infinitely 
rreater and wider subject—a subject 
that goes to the very root and vitality 
of this Empire and affects the solvency 
of the great industries on which the 
prosperity of this country depends. At 
present there is divided opinion on the 
part of the Government. We have free 
trade expressions from the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, and we have opinions 
of an opposite kind coming from the 
Colonial Secretary. It isimpossible that 
this House or the country should be 
satisfied with that state of things, and 
we are anxious that the Prime Minister 
should steer his Party and the House 
out of this Slough of Despond into which 
those flickering lights are leading them. 


*Sir HERBERT MAXWELL (Wigton 


shire): It is not my intention to follow 


Mr. Stevenson. 
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hon. Members into those questions of 
free trade and protection, even within 
the limits which you, Mr. Speaker, have 
prescribed. The few observations which 
I will venture to address to the House will 
be of a somewhat personal character. 
I have had the honour of sitting in the 
House for nearly a quarter of a century. 
and I cannot call to mind any occasion on 
which I have felt the obligation, or at 
all events obeyed the obligation, of 
voting against my Party and Party 
leaders, until the present. I feel 
that obligation on this occasion, and it 
is one which causes me considerable pain- 
I am unwilling to give a silent vote. I 
have looked for guidance to the quarter 
where I have been accustomed to look 
for it, and where in the past I have been 
accustomed to obtain it, and I have 
looked on this occasion in vain. I find 
divided counsels, ambiguous utterances, 
contradictory principles, and, therefore, 
Iam obliged to take my own line. I 
have looked to the Prime Minister for 
guidance on a question of this great 
importance, but I find little light in his 
benevolent sophistries. I have looked 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and 
find still less guidance in his less intel- 
ligible casuistries, and, therefore, I am 
obliged to rely upon my own judgment. 
| Laughter from the Opposition Benches. } 
My own judgment may appear to be a 
light thing to hon. Members opposite, 
but it has not been arrived at without 
some searching of heart, some reflection, 
and some consultation with historical 
precedent, and I do find a great diffi- 
culty in detecting in the history of the 
past century any parallel to the present 
occasion. I have heard it said that 
under Lord Liverpool’s Ministry there 
was a great question, that of Catholic 
Emancipation, which was treated as 
an open question in the Cabinet; and 
Mr. Canning and Lord Castlereagh used 
to rise from that bench where they sat 
side by side, and speaking diametrically 
opposite opinions. but it is obvious 
that there was then a peculiar condition, 
which it is unnecessary to specify, and 
which has no existence now. Why have 
we thepresent contradictory counselsfrom 
that bench? Not only between separate 
leaders, but contradictions upon the 
very utterances of the same leader with- 
in a few weeks. I am very glad to see 
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the Chancellor of the Exchequer come 
into the House. I was not present last 
night to hear his speech, but I read 
it with amazement this morning, be- 
cause | remember that on 8th April, little 
better than two months ago, he received 
in his private room behind Mr. Speaker's 
Chair, a Deputation from the Parlia- 
mentary Committee of Co-operative 
Societies, which number 1,600 through 
outthe Kingdom; and headdressed them 
in what appeared to me to be a most 
reasonable and intelligent manner. But 
it was a manner wholly irreconcilable 
with what he said last night. He said— 
_“Did they really think that the demand 
(for the repeal of the corn tax) which they 
had put forward was reasonable, having regard 
to all the circumstances of the case? They 
were asking the Government to arrange for 
carrying on the affairs of the country without 
any contributions from the working classes at 
all. In regard to the corn tax it had re- 
mained on at the very hey-day of free trade, 
and if it was protective in a sense, it had 
enabled the great free traders of the past to 
disregard the smallness of the protection as 
something not worth counting, and that was 
the position now. It was not really protective 
in the ordinary sense. He did not suppose that 
a single acre of wheat more had been grown in 
this country because of the shilling duty on 
corn.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I am sorry tointerrupt 
my right hon. friend, but the deputation 
which came to me did not ask only for the 
corn tax to be removed, but for a free 
breakfast table, and it was in my answer 
to the demand for a free breakfast table 
that I made the observation that I could 
not assent to any proposition which was 
going to relieve the working classes from 
their proper share of taxation, while 
they had their share of political power. 
And with regard to the corn tax I am 
perfectly prepared to make the same 
declaration now—that the shilling regis- 
tration duty is not a protective duty. 


*Sir HERBERT MAXWELL: I have 
not at hand the report o the speech 
which my right hon. friend made last 
night ; but the impression made on my 
mind, and I am sure on the mind of any 
intelligent per-on in the country, was 
that the Chancellor’s speech last night 
is wholly irreconcilable with that of 
April 8th. At all events they represent 
a different attitude of mind. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Not the least. 
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*Sir’ HERBERT MAXWELL: At all 
events my right hon. friend must admit 
tiiat his speech of April 8th compared 
with that of June 9th is liable to misre- 
presentation. With regard to this tax. 
It is spoken of as a protective tax, and 
we who demur to its removal are 
regarded as protectionists. Well, it is 
idle in me to disclaim the term protec- 
tionist. I am not a protectionist, but 
that is not here or there. What I 
want hon. Members and the public to 
consider is the absurdity of applying the 
term protection toa shilling duty on corn.. 
If one wants to find what protection 
really was let us go back to the year 1828,. 
when Mr Huskinson was President of 
the Board of Trade. That right hon. 
Gentleman then handed in his resigna- 
tion because he could not attain what he 
considered a proper remission of the 
duties on corn; but he withdrew his 
resignation on what condition ? Upon 
receiving the assurance that the duty 
on wheat should not exceed twenty 
shillings a quarter unless the price of 
wheat fell below sixty shillings a quarter. 
That was protection. and to compare 
protection of that nature with a shilling 
duty on corn, appears to me to lead to a 
confusion of the issue and to an abuse of 
terms. It is impossible for me to go 
back on the vote I gave last year in 
support of the shilling registration duty 
on corn as_ proposed by the late 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and to 
Support its remission on the present 
occasion. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): No one who has listened 
more especially to the last two or three 
speeches can have failed to express some 
commiseration with the perplexities of 
hon. Members opposite. They have 
during the last few months expended 
such large quantities of sympathy on 
this side of the House, that we are only 
too delighted to return them the com- 
pliment when the opportunity occurs. 
The hon. Gentleman who has _ just 
sat down has complained, I think 
rightly, that the Government has not 
treated him, or those who supported the 
corn tax last year, very fairly. I do- 
not think they have treated the colonies 
fairly either. They led the colonies to 
believe undoubtedly, at least that is the. 
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inference which they drew, that this tax 
was imposed with the view to make some 
remission or trade preference in their 
favour. It was rather extraordinary that 


shortly before the Chancellor of the | 


Exchequer’s Budget Speech, an answer 
was given in the Canadian Parliament 
to a Motion made from the Opposition of 
the House in favour of preferential tariffs. 
The Canadian Minister of Finance said 
there were negotiations pending 
London. 
Mr. Chamberlain was in South Africa, 
and he deplored that, but Mr. Chamber- 
lain was coming back soon. 
the Canadian Minister went on to say 


that the Budget speech of the British | 


Chancellor of the Exchequer had not yet 
been delivered, but that when that speech 
was delivered he expected something to 
be said by the British Government in 
connection with preferential tariffs. 
shows that the colonies had been led to 


believe that by the imposition of this | 


corn tax something was to be done in the 
way of preferential tariffs. 
position at the present moment ? 


giving a preference to the colonies, and 
has made certain pronouncements on the 
subject in the course of our discussions, 


has not been here to-night. {MINISTERIAL | 


cries of “ Yes.”| Yes, I know; the right 
hon. Gentleman is silent; he has been 
put under hatches by the Chancellor of 


the Exchequer, who is now sitting on his | 


head. But at any rate the Colonial 
Secretary, who more or less induced the 
colonies to believe that this corn 
was to be used as a means of preferential 
trade between the colonies and _ this 
country, has practically run away from 
that position. He has retired to his tent. 
[MINISTERIAL cries of “No.”| Where 
has he retired to, then? I know there 
are other means of retiring. He is 
sighing because there are no more Parties 
to split. 


But a much more serious position 
has been created by the Prime Minister. 
My right hon. friend sitting below me 
said that the Prime Minister was 
not going to burn his boats. That 
may be so, but he has anchored out in 
mid stream. The Prime Minister may 


not be either on one side or the other of 
the Rubicon, but he has a_ hawser 


Mr. Lie yd-Creurge. 


{COMMONS} 


in | 
A corn tax was to be imposed. 


And then | 


That | 


What is the | 
The | 
Colonial Secretary, who has been pressing | 
this matter to the front, and arguing in | 
favour of a tax on food with the view of | 


tax | 
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| probably on both sides. There is one 
| alongside him now, but the other is not 
‘here. Well, now I think the House is 
| entitled to know from the Prime Minister 
what his position is. There was a situa- 
tion like this in Canada within the last 
twelve months. We there had a Minister 
who promulgated a policy on his own 
account ; and what happened? His col- 
leagues did not believe in him, and the 
Prime Minister, who is a real Prime 
Minister, dismissed him. What is going 
to happen to the Colonial Secretary ? 
He has pledged the Party to protection. 
[MINISTERIAL cries of “ No.”} At any 
| rate, if he has not pledged the Party he 
has pledged the Leader of the Party. 
We hear that he has offered to resign. 
An Hon. Member, “No.”| An hon. 
Member says “No,” but what does the 
Prime Minister say about it? I really 
think the House of Commons is entitled 
to guidance from the Prime Minister. 
The Prime Minister did undoubtedly lead 
the House of Commons to believe a 
fortnight ago that he supported the policy 
of the Colonial Secretary. He made a 
speech on the question. He said he was 
not in favour of taxing raw materials, but 
of taxing food. The Colonial Secretary 
said he was in favour of a tax on corn in 
| order to give a preference to the colonies. 
| But since then the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has repudiated the Prime 
Minister. Something has been said about 
mutiny. What I want to know is, who 
are the mutineers? It cannot be the 
Prime Minister, because he is the captain ; 
and it cannot be the Colonial Secretary, 
_beeause he is the captain’s chief mate or 
guide. But here is the Chancelior of the 
| Exchequer who repudiates his captain and 
throws him overboard. He is the rank 
leader of the mutiny. I think we are 
entitled to know what is to be done with 
these mutineers, and on what. principle 
the ship is to he run. We want to know 
what is to be done with the Colonial 
Secretary. We told hon. Gentlemen 
opposite years ago what the Colonial 
| Secretary would do. He is an excellent 
_advocate in a bad cause, but a very bad 
| family solicitor. He has squandered the 
| political fortunes of hon. Gentlemen 
| Opposite, and now he is going to invest 
the balance in these colomial preferences. 
| What is the Prime Minister going to do ! 
| That is what the House is entitled to 


I have a great respect for the 


know. 
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Prime Minister; we all have; in fact I 
have more respect for the Prime Minister 
than he has for himself. I did not think 
it possible that he could stand in this 
humiliating position. He is the First 
Lord of the Treasury, with every other 
person on the Treasury Bench presum- 
ably under him, but he has been thrown 
over by all his subordinates; by even 
the latest recruit to the Treasury Bench. 
The principal has been repudiated by 
the office boy. That is the present posi- 
tion. Unmistakably, the Prime Minister 
did commit his Party to the policy of the 
protection of food as far as he could ; 
and that a fortnight ago. We have 
heard a great deal about taking the 
opinion of the constituencies. Why do 
you not take the opinion of the con- 
stituencies? The hon. and learned 
Member for Plymouth rather taunted 
us with it. He said “ Consult your con- 
stituencies.’’ We are perfectly willing. 


Mr. DUKE: I was only speaking of 
my own constituents, and I said I thought 
I knew their mind. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The hon. 
and learned Member will have a much 
better opportunity of knowing their 
mind if he can only persuade the Prime 
Minister to give them the chance of 
expressing their opinion on this subject. 
The issue is a perfectly clear one for us— 
no preferential tariffs in either religion 
or commerce. That is the policy we 
want the opinion of the country upon. 
Here is free trade, which this country 
has prospered by adhering to. The 
moment there is any difficulty at all, it 
is to be thrown away. That is not 
worthy of this country; and I say that 
the sooner we have the Prime Minister 
making a clear declaration as to what 
the policy of the Government is and 
giving the country an opportunity of 
pronouncing upon it the better. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. 
J. BatFour, Manchester, E.): I almost 
feel inclined to preface the not very 
lengthy remarks which I mean to ad- 
dress to the House by asking you, 
Sir, whether I shall be in order in speak- 
ing to the Amendment? The hon. Mem- 
ber who has just sat down, the hon. 
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Member who preceded him, and the hon. 
Members before him in almost endless suc- 
cession have absolutely ignored the issue 
before the House. Successive speakers 
have ignored the subject on which we are 
about to vote, and have devoted them- 
selves to subjects with which we are not 
at all concerned. The actual topic before 
the House is the Budget for the year 
1903. But as far as I can gather, from 
the tenor of the speeches which I have 
heard from both sides ot the House, no 
interest whatever is felt in the Budget of 
1903. Hon. and right hon. Gentlemen 
are occupied in conjuring up real or 
imaginary Budgets for the years 1905, 
1906, and 1907. I am sure that those 
Budgets will be very interesting topics ; 
but they are not the topic before the 
House ; and, though I shall feel myself 
obliged to reply to certain personal 
attacks made upon myself, it seems to me 
that I should be grossly transgressing the 
rules of debate laid down by Mr. Speaker 
if I were wholly to ignore and he 
absolutely silent upon the Amendment so 
ably introduced twenty-four hours ago 
by my right hon. friend. If no one else 
remembers it I will remember it. May I 
say that this debate, interesting in many 
respects as it has been, besides being 
irrelevant, has given food for much 
interesting reflection on various side 
issues, and has given rise to various 
curious Parliamentary episodes? My 
hon. and gallant friend the Member for 
the Fareham Division of Hampshire made 
a very interesting speech this afternoon, 
in which he stated to an astonished House 
that he agreed so much with His Majesty's 
Government that he proposed to vote 
against them—a novel Parliamentary 
proceeding, though one which may 
perhaps have its justification. Then 
there is my hon. friend the Member for 
Wigtonshire, who speaks with quite 
exceptional authority upon the Parlia- 
mentary and political history of this 
country, and who attacked me for not 
having given him guidance in this 
debate. Well, except by thought trans- 
ference I could not give him guidance, 
for I had not spoken ; and it is rather 
hard that he should complain of my 
silence on the subject when he must 
know that it is the practice in this House 
for the Leaders on the two sides to speak 
late in the course of the debate. Then 
there was another hon. friend of mine, 
the Member for the Stowmarket Division, 
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who bitterly complained of the Govern- 
ment, because, he said, he had been going 
about the country all through the autumn 
explaining to his constituents, and to the 
constituents of a great many other 
people, so far as I understood, that this 
corn tax---which I hope the House is 


about to repeal—did not fall upon the | 


consumer at all. Well, that may or may 
not be the case as a matter of economic 
fact ; but my hon. friend went on to say 
that he had voted for it last year because, 
in his opinion, if the general population 
of this country desired to support the 
Government in a war it was only proper 
that they should pay for it. I really 
cannot reconcile the two statements of 
my hon. friend. If he voted for the tax 
at this time last year because it fell upon 
everybody I cannot understand how he 
reconciles with that view the fact that he 
went about the country, according to 
his own account, describing it to his 
constituents, and to the constituents of 
other people, as a tax which did not fall 
upon the consumer at all but on the 
producer in America and elsewhere. 


Then there is one other topic on which 
I will say only a word, partly because of 
the intrinsic interest of the subject, and 
partly because of the importance of the 
right hon. Gentleman who brought it 
before the House. I allude to a portion 
of the speech of the right hon. Baronet 
the Member for Berwick. That right 
hon. Gentleman, I think almost exceed- 
ing the latitude which the speakers in 
this debate have given themselves on 
this Amendment, appeared to think that 
the most important effect of either the 
shilling duty on corn or of any small 
duty on corn of a like nature related to 
its effect on the physique of the popula- 
tion of this country. |An Hon. MEm- 
BER: No.|] Well, I gather that the 
right hon. Baronet is not here, and | 
do not want, therefore, to deal further 
with the subject. But I will content 
myself with saying that, although I 
think the subject of the physique of our 
race is probably the most important 
topic which can exercise the mind and 
the intelligence of any person dealing 
with social phenomena, I cannot believe 
that it has any relation to this topic at 
all; because it was the fathers and the 
grandfathers of the schoolchildren who 
my right hon. friend the Member for 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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Cambr.dge University thinks are to be 
injured by this kind of tax, who were 
brought up when wheat was at 60s. 
and 70s. a quarter, and when the tax 
upon it was £1 a quarter, and their 
degenerate descendants, whose physique 
we are asked to consider, have come 
into being at a time when free trade in 
corn has been in existence for more than 
a generation, during which there has 
been no duty on corn, and its average 
price has been incomparably lower than 
it was in the old days. I only mention 
these facts in order to put out of the 
way what | think is a quite irrelevant 
issue Whatever be the cause of the 
phenomenon, if that phenomenon be 
true, of which personally I have some 
doubt, that the physique of the race has 
diminished, it must be—according to 
the familiar form of argument of post 
hoe being equivalent to propter hoc—it 
must be due to free trade and free corn 


|—a paradox which I recommend to the 


attention of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Berwick, if he does me 
the honour to read a speech to which he 
has not been able to listen. Now I come 
for a brief space to the universally ignored 
topic of the merits of my right hon. 
friend’s Amendment. I think of all 
Members in this House I might be 
absolved from any detailed reference to 
it, because my right hon. friend, while 
introducing a deputation to me a month 
ago, made very much the same speech 
as he made to the House yesterday ; 
and if I replied to it now it would 
necessarily be very much in the same 
speech as | made then. He had the 
opportunity of replying to that speech 
when he brought forward his Amend 
ment; but I do not see that he has 
done so, and I really do not think that 
I need detain the House at any great 
length on the merits of the question. 
But let me briefly say that I think the 
charge that we have broken any pledge. 
expressed or implied, as to the perman- 
ence of this tax is wholly absurd. It is 
perfectly true that we refused last year, 
that my right hon. friend the late 
Chancellor of the Exchequer refused on 
behalf of the Government, to make this 
a tax for a year. It would have been 
folly to do so. But the fact that the 
tax was not made an annual tax does 
not throw any obligation upon the 





ne. re ee on ee ee Oe ee Bi a Om i ek 





561 Finance 
Government, and could not do so, to 
continue it for more than a year; and 
when I tell the House, as they pro- 
bably remember, that the peace came 
after the tax had been proposed and 
before it was passed, and that it was 
considered whether that was not a reason 
for dropping the tax, they will see that, 
in the opinion of the Government, last 
year at all events, there was no obliga- 
tion of the kind which some hon. 
Gentlemen have suggested. 


Then, we have been told by my hon. 
friend the Member for one of the Sussex 
Divisions, by my hon. friend the Member 
for Stowmarket, and other Members on 
this side of the House, that they have 
gone about the country using arguments 
in favour of the tax, and that now that 
the tax has been abandoned those 
arguments have fallen to the ground. 
Well, I do not know where my hon. 
friend the Member for Stowmarket got 
his arguments. I was so cut to the 
heart by my hon. friend’s reproaches 
that I sent out for the speech I made in 
favour of this tax, and I went through 
the painful process of reading my own 
production ; and I can assure my hon. 
friend that if he confined himself to the 
arguments I, at all events, used, he 
need be in no difficulty. There is not 
a single argument that I used from 
which I withdraw a hairs breadth. The 
tax was a perfectly legitimate and 
proper tax. It was not put on for 
protective purposes, and I do not believe 
that, so far as corn is concerned, it has 
had any material protective effect. 
I do not believe that it has been 
a heavy burden on the people, and it 
seemed to me then, as it seems to me 
now, that this is not a duty of which 
either the free trader as such, or the 
social reformer as such, had the smallest 
reason seriously to complain. Yes, but 
is that a reason for keeping on the tax 
permanently? The right hon. Member 
for East Fife, who made a brilliant 
speech earlier in the afternoon, said 
that nobody could understand why the 
tax was put on—that ninety-nine out of 
100 Members in the House could not 
understand why the tax was put on, or 
why, having been put on, it was taken 
off. Really the reason is so prosaic that 
I hardly like to give it. The reason we 
put the tax on was that we wanted 
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money, and the reason we took it off 
was that we ceased to want money. It 
is not a very elaborate proposition, surely. 
I do not know why any further explana- 
tion should really be required. 


Before concluding this branch of my 
speech I must make two further observa- 
tions. We brought in the tax as anon-pro- 
tective duty. We did not bring it in to 
benefit the farmer or the miller, we 
brought it in toget money. Then howis 
it we are charged with inconsistency be 
cause some of the farmers, according to 
the right hon. Gentleman, and some of 
the millers, say the tax really did benefit 
them, and object to its being taken off? 
There is no inconsistency there. My 
right hon. friend says the tax proved to 
be a protective tax in regard to the 
miller. If so, it was a mistake. It may 
have been a beneficial mistake. I will 
not argue that point. It was a mistake; 
it was not the object of those who put 
on the tax ; and, therefore, if consistency 
is to come in at all, the fact that the 
tax is proved to have an effect which 
the framers of it never contemplated is 
a reason, not for keeping it on but for 
taking it off. I recommend that to my 
right hon. friend when he charges 
us with inconsistency. But there is 
another point which I think of far 
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greater importance connected with 
the Amendment of my right hon. 
friend. I have some doubts whether we 


did make the mistake with which we 
are charged. In other words J have 
sometimes doubted whether the tax is 
protective to the miller to the degree 
which is asserted. But, without going 
into that, let me say that I frankly for 
myself admit that there was one phase 
of the tax of which I did not fully 
appreciate the consequences. I was 
perfectly aware, of course, as we are al! 
aware, that this was a tax, not merely 
on grain for human consumption, but 
of a great many forms of imports which 
are used as feeding stuffs. I was re- 
proached with imperfect acquaintance 
with the results of the tax. I submit to 
the reproach with meekness and 
humility. I confess I was not aware of 
how great a tax this was upon raw 
material used by the farmer in his 
industry. , That did come upon me a few 
weeks ago asa surprise. It turns out. 
I will not say that the farmer is paying. 
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but that there is a tax upon the raw 
material of the farmer, amounting to 
something between one-fourth and one 
fifth of the whole produce of this tax; 
so that the farmer, and I believe the 
farmer alone, is subjected to a tax on 
his raw material from which his foreign 
competitor isfree. The foreign importer, 
whether it be of meat or of stock, is not 
subject to this tax. The farmer who 
breeds stock in this country and uses 
feeding stuffs, the dairy farmer in this 
country, is subject to a tax from which 
his rivals are free. What is the reply 
of my right hon. friend to that fact ? 
He does not deny it, but replies that the 
farmers are the best judges whether this 
hurts them or not. He says they would 
like the shilling duty to be continued, 
and, therefore, you are doing them a 
great injury by abolishing it. 


Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford): I did not say that. I said the 
farmers spoke from experience and that 
the right hon. Gentleman was speaking 
from theory. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Something 
between one-fourth and one-fifth of a 
tax of £2,500,000 is charged on the raw 
material of the farmer. That is not 
what is called theory. It is more than 
theory. I greatly distrust opinions like 
those which my right hon. friend has 
expressed on an occasion of this sort, 
because | doubt whether they express 
the matured convictions of the farmers 
after long experience of the facts. I 
remember twenty-three years ago, in 
1880, when Mr. Gladstone introduced 
his first Budget in that Parliament, in 
which he announced the repeal of the 
malt tax, my right hon. friend getting 
up on behalf of the agricultural com- 
munity and with an eloquence which 
has not diminished, thanking Mr. Glad- 
stone for the great boon he had given to 
the farmers. There is not a farmer in 
this country who does not know that 
the worst thing ever done for agriculture, 
since the repeal of the Corn Laws, was 
the repeal of the malt tax. I have 
some distrust of these hasty generalisa- 
tions, founded, as | know they are, not 
on actual experience of facts, but on 
hopes which gentlemen of protec- 
tionist proclivities entertain as to 
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consequences which might ensue. 
I do not think really that I need detain 
the House any more upon the subject of 
the Amendment. We have heard all the 
arguments on the one side and the other. 
Upon that subject, at all events, I 
have inside this House and outside this 
House given my reasons, absolutely con- 
sistent with everything I said last year 
on the subject, why the Government have 
not been ill-advised in choosing this form 
of making the necessary remission of 
indirect taxation. 
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Now I come to some of the other 
topics less obviously connected, if I 
may put it mildly, with the Amend- 
ment before the House than _ the 
matters which I have been venturing to 
lay before hon. Gentlemen. It is quite 
obvious, as I think I have already indi- 
cated, that the House do not care one 
farthing about the Amendment on which 
they are going to divide. They are even 
indifferent to the Budget to which that 
Amendment is moved. [OPPOSITION 
cries of “ No.”} Well, I have heard very 
little about the Budget. It may be that 
hon. Gentlemen have been suppressing 
their feelings. If so, they have sup- 
pressed them with remarkable success. 
What they are interested in apparently 
is certain constitutional questions — 
Ministerial responsibility and the like— 
and certain other questions connected 
with possible fiscal consequences which 
they think are going to loom very 
largely in the future. On Ministerial 
responsibility, let me say that I think 
a very great deal of misapprehension 
prevails. What do we require of a 
Cabinet, whether drawn from hon. and 
right hon. Gentlemen opposite or from 
Members on this side of the House ? 
What we require is common action and 
common responsibility. Nobody asks 
for uniformity of speech. Nobody who 
knows how human nature is constituted, 
nobody who knows how Cabinets are con- 
stituted will expect among members of a 
Cabinet absolute uniformity of opinion. 
I have been fortunate in my political 
career in having to act with colleagues 
who, I believe, have been remarkable for 
unanimity of opinion upon great ques. 
tions with which they have had to deal. 
I do not know that right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite have had the same happy experi- 
ence. I make no complaint froma con- 


stitutional point of view, or, indeed, from 
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any point of view, of differences that have | lines I have ventured to sketch ; and 
existed among right hon. Gentlemen | certainly I, who have never felt myself 
opposite and which are known to have | bound in the way some Members think 
existed, for example, in Mr. Gladstone’s' a Minister should be bound, am not 
Cabinet of 1880, in Mr. Gladstone’s | going to exercise over my colleagues an 
Cabinet of 1892, and in Lord Rosebery’s | authority I would never submit to myself. 
Cabinet of 1894. It would not be proper | That is my view at all events, and I 


for me to deal with this topic in detail. 
It is enough to say the fact is known 
that there were the greatest differences 
of opinion, and this will not be denied ; 
but it was no affair of mine, it was no 
affair of the then Opposition, there was 


|do not think it will be contradicted 
_by right hon. Gentlemen opposite who 
'have served in many Cabinets or are 
_well acquainted with the constitutional 
| history of the country. 


I leave this broad question to deal 


Ministerial unanimity of action, there 
was Ministerial uniformity of action, there 
was Ministerial responsibility. I heard 
cheers when I used the words Ministerial 
uniformity of action, and I think those 


with the narrower issue raised, directly 
or indirectly, in or out of order, by almost 
every speaker. But I do not mean to 
treat this subject—it would be grossly 





cheers must have been evoked by the im- | proper for me to do so—so to speak, 


pression that I said uniformity of speech, | on its merits; I am going to confine 
but this there was not. Mr. Gladstone | myself to replying to the personal 
was continually taunted by us who were charges made against myself, and 
in Opposition, with the fact that his | personal appeals, charges made chiefly 
colleagues made speeches upon various 


: . |from the other side and appeals made 
controversial topics which were not in 


: i = 
conformity with the declared policy of {oom both sides of the House. What 


the Cabinet to which they belonged ; | 4° those charges amount to, what is 


and Mr. Gladstone invariably held, and their characteristic? I have been told 


I think rightly held, that this was not | in every tone, from menace to entreaty, 
his affair, this was not his business. | that the position of the Government 
His business was the common action of |i8 absolutely impossible, that it is 
the Cabinet, the common responsibility of humiliating, that it is humiliating to 


the Cabinet. In any Cabinet of any myself individually, that it is humiliat- 
Government if a member does not think |ing to the House. I have been told 
he is justified in giving in his resignation it is unfair to the Party to which I 
he is responsible for the common action have the honour to belong, that it is 
of the Government of which he forms a | unfair to the general body of Members, 
part. That is true, sound, constitutional that it is unfair to the country, that 
doctrine ; and you will do no good, you * is unfair to the civilised world, unfair 
will not improve the constitutional tradi- | to the universe at large. Well, on what are 


tions or practice of this country, if you these charges founded? So far as I 





endeavour to do what Mr. Gladstone never | 


endeavoured to do—to draw tighter the 
bands of Party discipline than on the 
VOL. CXXIII.  [Fourtu Sertgs.] 


‘can make out the gravamen of the 
‘indictment is this, that 1 have not on 
behalf of my colleagues, on behalf of 
U 
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the Party I represent, for the moment 
at all events, in the House and in 
the country, that I have not made 
a declaration—not upon the Budget 
before the country, not on the Budget 
which is to come before the country next 
year or the year after—but upon certain 


great financial, fiscal, colonial, and 
international problems which have 
been raised by recent speeches. I pro- 


foundly and emphatically dissent against 
this view of my duty and obligations. 
I not only feel no humiliation with 
regard to it, I not only feel no shame 
at not making any pronouncement 
such that which has been 
so clamorously required of me, but I 
think it would be a great dereliction of 
my duty if I attempted on an occasion 
like this, or on any occasion, to make 
any pronouncement of the kind which 
has been demanded of me. 


as 


I will now go on to refer to some 
other matters, and I hope I will not 
be accused of egotism, and that no 
charge will be made against me if 
I have to use the first person singular 
in any observations | make. 
Now, if a fair judgment is to be passed 
on the course which an individual has 


may 


to take—and | am trying, as I am bound 
to, to follow hon. Members who have 
spoken on both sides of the House—I 
holdthat hon. Members must make some 
effort to put themselves at the point of 
view which I hold with regard to the 
financial and the fiscal condition of the 
country. I admit at once that I do not 
belong to that happy band, the self- 
confident band, who think that the 
fiscal system established fifty years ago 


under profoundly different conditions 


from those which now prevail must 
Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
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necessarily remain unmodified to all 
time. I do not believe in infallibility, 
and I do not think that even Sir Robert 
Peel or Mr. Cobden would claim it. They 
had not, and could not have, any know- 
ledge of the special problems with which 
we have to deal; and it seems to me 
altogether absurd to say that these great 
fiscal sentiments are to be regarded as 
sacred utterances given us by some 
infallible authority never to be questioned 
and never to be altered. I do not take 
that view. Of course I do not say that 
the work of Sir Robert Peel as an adminis- 
trator, or of Mr. Cobden as a public 
speaker, and of Mr. Gladstone in his 
early days, will, in its main outline, not 
be permanent. I do not believe that 
we shall ever go back—indeed, I 
quite certain that we shall never go 
back—to the absurd and complicated 
tarifis which Sir Robert Peel in 1842 set 
to work gradually to reform. Ido not 
believe that we shall ever go back toa 
agricultural interests 


am 


time when the 
are going to be ranged against the urban 
interests, and in which it is going to be 
a fight between those two as to which of 
their pockets shall be best filled. I regard 
that part of the controversy as beyond 
all recall; and for my part I am not 
sure that I do not regard as the most 
dangerous enemies of fiscal reform, if and 
in so far as fiscal reform is required, those 
who are merely the traditional standard- 
bearers in a controversy which has long, 
in my opinion, been outworn and out 
past. And I go further and say that, 
whereas the old tax on food was deliber- 
ately put on to subserve what was then 
called ‘the country interest,” no tax on 
food will ever be put on in this country, in 
my judgment, except with the full assent 


of the workers both in town and country. 
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Does not that differentiate the present | which exactly describes the opinion I 
position absolutely from the old fight | have always held on this subject, but 
between the owners and occupiers of | which I had forgotten I had ever ex- 
land on the one side, and the rising} pressed to the House. Mr. Gladstone 
manufacturing interests on the other ?| was at the moment trying to give some- 
That is, in my opinion, gone. If in any | thing to the French with regard to their 
present or future discussions any man | wines, in order to get something from 
tries to drag them back to that old lev 1, | the French with regard to their tariffs ; 
he shows himself totally and absolutely | and I ventured to point out—I had only 
ignorant both of the history and the! been in the House nine years, so I did 
evolution of economic thought, and of it, I hope, with becoming modesty—that 
the history and evolution of the indus- | the possible process of bribing foreign 
tries of his country. /nations by concessions on our tariffs to 
With that preface let me say that | make oa on eprint wbned 
I do not belong to the hoppy band | ‘ariffs—a process begun by Mr. Cobden 
who think that this ancient and tradi- | ‘” mas grees eee eng Sager 
tional system is the most valuable | - rerenveriaeiernababecob nee pi: > 
possibly the only—system under| in the future, we were to negotiate arate 
Se | tariffs on favourable terms to this 


which we can live; I do not belong | ; Margen f 
: Nee country unless we had the power o 

to the band which say it is beyond eS hae P 
| carrying out something in the nature of 


criticism ; I do not belong to the set of | Saye. ; 
retaliation. But since 1881, when [ 


: . aby c reg has happened. 
touch it. [Opposirion cries of ‘“ Who | a ag " eae ~— weg en" 
ried : Je have seen, t gin with, a tari 
says that?”] Well, I thought everv- | - mae , - Ra ' 

. -, ',| wall steadily d against us in every 
body on that side of the House did. I bea ee tee es ot egrets 
'one of the great countries with whom 
may be very stupid, or I may have | nee q + We b eer 

ve desir 5 e have seen, in th 
expressed myself badly, but I was cer- | we ee ee se : 


people who say it is profanation to 


tuilahy ender the impeonion thet I gave! second place, an enormous growth of the 


: ge ltr rking behind those tariffs 
a not uncharitable description of every Os ayom we ns ; fs, 
| as to whose operations I am quite con- 


gentleman who has addressed us from | ~ , 

Ghese benshes im the comme of thi vinced that there is no man who knows 

debate. As regards the question of anything about them who does not feel 

dealing by what is called “ retaliation,” | S°™¢ disquiet as to the eect they may 

which is not, perhaps, a fortunate word produce on the great staple industries of 

’ “_ 3 ’ 

with commercial treaties—in other | UT COUR": And there has been : 

third phenomenon brought prominently 


words, having a weapon in our hands— 
before us by the Prime Ministers of our 


may I say that my doubts as to our 
present position are of no new birth, 
and of no recent date? I turned up| they do desire, if it can be done, that a 


to-day with another object, the dis-/closer union should be made with the 
comfiture of my right hon. friend the} mother country by fiscal means. I ask 
Member for Sleaford on the malt tax, | the House whether it is my business to 
the debate on Mr. Gladstone's Budget of | ignore all those phenomena ?—to say 


1880 ; and I found in it a speech of mine| “I put them on one side; I will not 
U2 


self-governing colonies — namely, that 
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allow them to be mooted in the country 
I will not allow any colleague of mine 
to touch them ; I will not concede even 
fora moment that they raise questions 
worthy of examination.” As I do not 
think so I will not say so. I think these 
are circumstances eminently worthy of 
investigation country, but 
eminently difficult, 


by this 


lf | have carried the House with 
me so far, may I now put to them a 
further question eminently deserving of 
their serious consideration? It must 
be necessary from time to time, in a 
great and complicated community like 
ours, that great changes—not neces- 
sarily fiscal changes—have to be contem- 
What is a 
Prime Minister, what is a Ministry, to do 
when he thinks, or they think, the time 
has come in which examination into the 


plated, and, it may be, tried. 


new difficulties raised by new circum- 


stances ought to be undertaken? There 


are two courses, and, so far as I know, . 


only two courses, open toa Prime Minister 
or to his colleagues in such circumstances. 
The one is to mature in silence and in 
private his or their opinions, to let no 
hint escape that any doubt has assailed 
his mind or their minds, and to act in 
public as if the old system was absolutely 
impeccable in all its parts. That system 
has been tried within the memory of 
living men. It was tried by Sir Robert 
Peel in 1845. It was tried by Mr. 
Gladstone in 1886. I do not think it 
was successful ; because what it involves, 
and what it involved in both these cases, 
was that the Prime Minister in silence, 
apart possibly from his colleagues, apart 
certainly from his Party, and equally 


certainly from the public, gradually 


matured a great change of opinion, which 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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he then in the twinkling of an eye, and 
at a moment’s notice, thrust upon his 
followers. In each case the result was 
disruption. The Tory Party was de- 
stroyed in 1845 for twenty or thirty years, 
I do 
not go into 1886. I do not wish to dwelt 
upon it. I do not wish to make a point 
against anybody on this occasion. I 
would rather confine myself to Sir Robert 
Peel’s case. Sir Robert Peel came into 
office as a Minister pledged to retain the 
corn tax. It is perfectly true he had 
indicated a leaning towards free trade, 
but it never was an open question in his. 
Party—just as I believe Mr. Gladstone 
had for years the germ of the Home 
Rule policy in his mind, but his Party 
absolutely knew nothing of it. There 
are inconveniences in the course which 
I have adopted on the present occa- 
sion. I do not deny it. I have 
been attacked by friends of mine as 
well as by opponents for not professing 
to have concluded convictions upon a 
thing which I have not got concluded 
Ought I under these- 


circumstances simply to have brooded 


convictions upon. 


over the excessively complicated ques- 


tions involved, and then, supposing | 
had come to the conclusion that a great 
change was required in our system, 
suddenly to have got up one morning: 
and either written a letter to a paper 
or made a speech, saying that was- 
henceforth necessarily the policy of any 
Party of which I happened to be the 
leader? I think I should have played: 
a very poor part by my friends had | 
done that. 
that any change, supposing that any 


I do not, of course, deny 


change was necessary—any important 
change—must produce some division: 
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among old friends, some difference of 
opinion among those who have hitherto 
acted together. It is inevitable. But 
at all events let us see that the subject 
is thoroughly examined, that all the 
facts and all the arguments are thoroughly 
understood, so far as they can be, and, if 
there be a difference of opinion among 
us, that it shall not go beyond the ques- 
tion on which we differ, shall not strike 
at the root of Party unity or Party 
loyalty, shall not be allowed to carry its 
baneful influence throughout the whole 
organisation to which we belong. 


Finance 


I wish further to point out—and this will 
be the last observation that I will address 
to the House to-night—in all seriousness 
I wish to point out that this is an in- 
comparably more difficult and an incom- 
parably more complex question than 
either Sir Robert Peel had to deal with 
in 1845 or Mr. Gladstone had to deal 
with in 1886. In 1845, confining myself 
to that question, it was a question 
simply between rival interests between 
the four seas, within the 
of the British It was a 
-question, as I have said, between the 
and the urban 
no complex 


confines 
islands. 


-agricultural interest 
It involved 


economic doctrine. 


interest. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY 


Burghs): Oh. 


(Mont rose 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No complex 
‘doctrine. Well, the right hon. Gentle- 
mam shakes his head. All I can say is 
Mr. Cobden never went beyond the 
most simple and straightforward argu- 
ments on a most limited point. [Mk. 
Mor Ey dissented.| I willnot dispute the 
matter with the right hon. Gentleman ; 
but at all events, he will admit that the 
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complications or the difficulties arising 
out of international arrangements never 
perplexed Sir Robert Peel or Mr. Cobden 
for a moment. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY : He was called 
theinternational man because he foresaw all 
these international perplexities and future 
arrangements. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: He may have 
been called the international man. I 
do not know what the phrase means. 
I do not in the least know what 
the phrase means. But if Cobden really 
foresaw that, thirty-five years or thirty- 
six years after his death, the doctrines 
he preached would be less regarded 
throughout the civilised world than 
they were when he was alive, and that 
we, the free trade country which he did 
so much to make a free trade country, 
would have, as part of its functions, to 
make these elaborate negotiations with 
the protected countries without anything 
to negotiate with, he was a better 
prophet than I have given him credit for 
being. I think that he did not foresee 
that. That is new; and I think it is 
difficult. Then again, nobody foresaw 
these colonial complications. They are 
entirely novel. What is described, not 
very happily, as retaliation—but that 
seems to be the accepted term—is, of 
course, quite outside any colonial ques- 
tion, or, at all events, is only indirectly 
but the colonial question 
raises considerations of extraordinary 


difficulty and importance, because it 


involved ; 


involves, not merely public opinion 
in this country, but public opinion 
in all our self-governing colonies. 
Well, then, I am justified in saying that 


the considerations we have taken into 
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account are incomparably more difficult | 


than those which Sir Robert Peel and the 
fiscal reformers of his day had to deal 
with. They may have had political diffi- 
culties to overcome, as great as or greater 
than those with which we have to deal ; 
but the economic problem with ‘which 
they had to deal was infinitely simpler 
than that which we now have to 


consider. Now, Sir, I have, I think 


the House will admit, explained with | 


perfect candour my views and my position. 
I should consider that I was but ill- 
performing my duty, I will not say to my 
Party, but to the House and to the 
country, if I were to profess a settled 
conviction where no settled conviction 
exists. [Opposition ironical cheers. } 
There may be hon. Gentlemen, and I 
gather from that cheer that there are, 
who think it part of the duty of a Prime 
Minister to have a settled conviction on 
every point which may be raised relating 
either to the present or to the future. I 
hope they will never have a Prime 
Minister of that view, though I think 
there is every probability of their having 
a Prime Minister who has not a settled 
conviction even with regard to the 
present. I admit, of course, that the 
occasions on ‘vhich these great problems 
arise are fortunately rare in the history of 
the country ; but when they do arise, 
then I earnestly trust that every man who 
stands at this box in my place will take 
the course which I am confident I am 
right in taking at the present time, and 
say it would be folly and rashness to 
interfere with a great system which has 
been in operation all these years without 
a most careful examination of every side 
of the problem and, with all due re- 
gard to the history and traditions of the 
past ; not to ignore new problems which 


the ever-changing phases of industrial life 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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present for the decision and the action 
of statesmen. This is my justification. 
This is my answer to the appeals and to 
the attacks which have been made con- 
tinuously to and upon me during the past 
two days, and I am convinced that the 
House and the country, if they will read 
it in a candid spirit, will admit that—l 
will not call it the apology — the 
defence is adequate to the occasion. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): This debate has been, 
from the first moment of its commence- 
ment, almost unprecedented in the 
experience of any one of us in this 
House, for many reasons, and especially 
for this: that it has been conducted under 
the influence of our rules and practice 
which, as explained by the Speaker, pre- 
vented those who took part in it from 
entering on the great question which 
occupies the public mind at the present 
moment, and speaker after speaker was: 
necessarily, therefore, eonfined to the 
mere technical matters dealt with within 
the four corners of the Budget Bill, and. 
could not—and indeed, was checked if he: 
attempted it—reach those larger questions 
which, as I say, were of the most interest 
to us all. But force of circumstances has. 
broken down the barrier. I have noticed 
as the speeches went on that they became 
more and more free from those restric- 
tions; and now we have the singular 
fact that the right hon. Gentleman has 
made a speech devoted almost entirely to 
questions outside the Budget Bill, while 
many Members who took part in the 
debate as it went on yesterday and 
to-day, and who possess great knowledge 
and great power of dealing with the 
larger questions, have not been able to 


put their opinions before the House. 


This constitutes a clear case for the right 





rn 
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hon. Gentleman finding some way which among colleagues —I take questions 
will enable the House of Commons to which, if they are not living now, were 
discuss at length and with freedom the | living within the last few years. I take 
vitally important questions raised. It is the case of the Catholic University; the 
quite impossible that I or anyone else, or | right hon. Gentleman has d ffered from 
any half dozen or score of Members, his colleagues, I believe, upon that 
should be able tonight to discuss subject. I take the case of bimetallism ; 
adequately these great issues. I could | bimetallism appears to have dried up 
say something on some of the points | and evaporated altogether; but not 
which stand out from the rest, but we | very long ago it was a very lively 
shall require to consider with great care question, and the right hon. Gentleman 
and elaboration the various matters put | was the protagonist in the matter, 
forward. I put aside the question of the | entertaining the strongest opinions. No 


corn tax, the case for and against which, ‘one complained, no one reproached the 
seeing that it has stood for the last year | right hon Chitin with it 


and is now to be remitted, I agree has | 


been adequately put before the House. | , 
The right hon. Gentleman had a good affairs altogether with regard to a great 


deal to say of the constitutional question, | 4uestion higher and deeper than either of 
and of the relations of Members of the | those which I have named. Another 
Cabinet with each other and with the | state of matters, because a prominent 
Prime Minister, and of the relations Member of the Government, the most 


But this year we have another state of 


between the Cabinet as a whole and | prominent Member except the Prime 
between individual Ministers and the | Minister himself, informs the country 
community. The right hon. Gentleman that not only is he prepared to revolu- 
said that you ought to have uniformity | tionise the fiscal system of the country, 
of action in a Government, but not | but that he will make it the question 
necessarily unanimity of opinion, and | upon which the next general election is 
he quoted cases of Cabinets where | to be decided. There he steps out of 
there were great divisions of opinion. | the region of opinion ; it ceases to be pious 
The cases he quoted, I observed, were opinion, it becomes practical action on the 
cases of Cabinets of which he could have | part of a Minister. It is a translation 
had no personal knowledge whatever ;/ 0f what might have been but a theory, 
and even supposing what he said were | °F but hopes and ambitions entertained 
true as to the division of opinion, that | by an individual, which are creditable 
was mere conjecture, unless, perhaps, it | to him, and which he is quite entitled 
was founded on communications made | © entertain, and even in reason to 
by those who sit near him. But | | express his sympathy with; it passes 
accept the doctrine of the right hon. _from that phase altogether, and becomes 


Gentleman—that uniformity of action is | a positive declaration on the part of His 


. . . | Majesty’s Government of the course that 
what is required, and that absolute | 


"es f tad | they are going to take before the 
ee a ae — be **" | country. That is the point which 
pected. But let me put this to the | differentiates entirely this case from the 


right hon. Gentleman, who has had | others to which I have referred. And 


~ 


Syme experience in diversity of opinion I maintain that for a prominent 
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Minister to make, and to repeat more | is not, I think, respectful to the House 
than once, the announcement of this of Commons or the country. The right 
intention, and to elaborate it, and bring hon. Gentleman went on to talk of the 
it into the House, and for the right hon. question of free trade, and he dis- 
Gentleman at the head of the Govern- eoursed at length in answer to arguments 
ment to express his sympathy—although that have never been used. I am not 
he did not go the whole length of aware that anyone here, I, at any rate, 
speaking of the general election, as far haye not found anybody who is a 
as I remember—yet to say that he had fanatical devotee of the precise arrange- 
an open mind on the question, and was ment that was made fifty years ago. 

in favour of considering fully whether | 

these great changes should be introduced, 
it is this action taken by those two 
Members of the Government that en- 
titles us to ask, ‘‘Is this the settled 
policy of the Government or is it not ?” 
We should be entitled to ask that even Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
if the other Members of the Government We make no fetish or object of worship 
were doing nothing. But we find the’ either of man or of thing or of opinion 
Chancellor of the Exchequer bringing in But what we do say is that the main 
a Finance Budget which actually repeals lines of free trade have been the 
the tax upon which the whole of this settled policy of this country for all these 
edifice practically was founded; and Years, and that in our opinion the 
therefore, in a still stronger degree, | country has prospered under them to 
think we are entitled to ask the right @ eXtent that no other country has 
hon. Gentleman and his colleagues what prospered. If we are told that we must 
their policy really is. The policy, as ex- @X@mine into the whole matter from 
plained by the right hon. Member for the commencement and see whether 
Birmingham, is inconsistent to the mind the system is to be maintained, then [ 
of 2 plain man—to the average man in S@Y that the right hon. Gentlemen 
this country, with the opinions expressed Pposite, the heads of the Departments 
by the Chancellor ofthe Exchequer andthe of the State, the Colonial Department, 
Secretary to the Treasury. They made | the Treasury, the Board of Trade, and 
4 perfectly courageous and clear state- go forth, have furnished us within the 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
‘COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Hear, hear. 


ment of their opinions yesterday ; we last few days with facts and figures and 
know where we have them; but we full particulars up to date of the trade 
wish to know where we have the Prime | of this country which, unless they are 
Minister. I do not think we need ask all entirely wrong and unless they mis- 
about the Colonial Secretary. The Prime lead the public to form a wrong opinion, 
Minister of the country is drawn, or | justify abundantly the policy which the 
suspended between those two, and that | country has pursued through all these 
we should not know in which direction | years. Let those who wish to change it 
he intends to go and that that state | prove that we are losing our trade. It 


of things should be allowed to continue is for them to prove that. 
Sir H. Camplell-Bannerman. 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: That is 


what we want to do. 


‘The’ right hon. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: | 
No, that is not what you want to do. 
That is not what the right hon. Gen- 
tleman said was to be done. We are to 
go back and to examine into the whole 
thing as if it was res integra, as if it was a 
new matter, to see if the old theories 
and policy still hold their ground. I 
say if you can find fault with it, if you 
can prove here is a weak point, or there 
is a weak point, prove it, and we will be 
ready to consider it. You impute to us 
a superstitious and senseless adherence 
to what you call obsolete doctrines. We 
maintain, on the contrary, that the ex- 
perience of the country shows that it is 
your doctrines that are obsolete, that it 
is your doctrines that are out of date 
and ought not by any means to be 
revived. The right hon. Gentleman 
said that we maintained that the 
system established fifty years ago should 
be unmodified to all time, that it hadan 
infallible authority and should never be 
altered. No one ever contended that. 
No one among us inthis debate, or at 
any time, has ever said anything which 
justifies such an assertion. The objec- 
tion that I make especially, and I believe 
that the people of this country will 
make, to the scheme of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Colonial Secretary is that | 
the taxing of the food of the people in 
order to establish certain advantages, or 


for retaliation, as the Prime Minister said, | 


or for arrangements with other countries | 


or the colonies, is a thing which we will 
oppose to the very utmost of our ability 
and with a determination in which we 
shall be backed by the people of the 


country. 
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We know what the _ condition 
of the people of the country is. 
Gentleman the 
Member for Cambridge University 
gave the keynote of this debate last 
night in the powerful speech which he 
addressed to us, and the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer also admitted the same 
fact—that the people of this country are 
not sufficiently fed at present, and if you 
tax their food you do them the greatest 
damage it is possible to do them. I saw 
in The Times of this morning that this 
was spoken of as the old-fashioned ciap- 
trap about the food of the people. [ 
suppose we shall have—I am not sure 
we have not had already—clap-trap 
about civil liberty, clap-trap about 
the right of free speech, clap-trap about 
the right of public meeting, and clap- 
trap about the liberty of conscience. 
All those doctrines, which are the 
foundation and the strength and the 


prosperity and the happiness of this 


country, are treated asclap trap. Very 
well, we shall see what the people of the 
country think. In the meantime, the 
proposal is that, in order to have some- 
thing to give, we are to tax anew the 
food of the people. We used to hear 
of a submerged tenth in the popula- 
tion. We now know there is a sub- 
mergeable third. The effect of taxing 
the food of the people would be to turn 
the submergeable into the submerged. 


If this is to be done in order, as I say, to 


have something to give away, who is to 
give it, and what is it we are to give ? 


It is the very food and life of the mass 


‘of the people of this country that we are 


to give, for some problematical advantage 
at the other end of the world. No, Sir, 
I do not think the people of this country 


_are likely to join in that mad scheme. 
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But in the meantime the right hon.| this House who have spoken in the 
Gentleman has put it forward at a time |debate have been debarred from taking 
when he knows he cannot goon with it.|any part in this great branch of the 
What can the effect be but to disturb | subject which so far outweighs the other. 
and confuse the trade of the country, to | I therefore trust that it will not be long 
affect the trade interests of the country | before we have a full opportunity of dis- 
when we know not what may happen, | cussing as it deserves to be discussed this 


and therefore, to bring danger to the) most vital point in the history of the 


very prosperity which it is the wish of | country. 
us all to enhance in every respect ! Sir, | 


. . - . | 
I began by saying that in this hurried | 
way, and at a moment's notice, one | 


, - | 
cannot meet all the points that the right | 


hon. Gentleman has raised; and un- | 
fortunately, all the capable Members of | 28. 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E£.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allan, Sir William ((rateshead) 
Allen, Chas. P. (Glos., Stroud) 
Allhusen, Aug. Henry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Ambrose, Robert 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbt Hy. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. HonSirH. 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.( Wanch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Banbury, SirFrederick George 
Rorlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. Hicks 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bond, Edward 

Bousfield. William Robert 
Bowles, T. Gibson (Lynn Regis 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brassey, Albert 

Brigg, John 

Brodrick. Rt. Hon. St. John 


AYES. 


Question put. 


The House divided :— Ayes, 424 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 116.) 


Brown, Sir Alx. H. (Shropsh.) | Cripps, Charles Alfred 


| Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) 
| Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 


| Bryce, Right Hon. James 
| Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
| Bull, William James 

Burke, E. Haviland 
| Burt, Thomas 
Butcher, John George 
| Buxton, Sydney Charles 
| Caldwell, James 
| Cameron, Robert 
| Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) 
| Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H 
| Carew, James Laurence 
| Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
| Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
| Causton, Richard Knight 
| Cautley, Henry Strother 
| Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cawley, Frederick 
| Cayzer, Sir Charles William 





Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
| Chamberlain, Rt Hon J (Birm 
Chamberlain, Rt HnJ.A.( Wore. 
| Chamberlayne, T. (Southmptn 
| Channing, Francis Allston 

| Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 
| Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
| Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron ((;‘asq ) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox. Irwin Edwd. Bainbridge 
Craig,CharlesCurtis( Antrim, S 
Craig, Robert Hunter( Lanark) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randalt! 





Sir H. Camphell-Bannerman. 


Crooks, William 


| Cross, Alexander ((+/asgow 





Cross, Herb, Shepherd (Bolton 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cullinan, J. 

Cust, Henry John C. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan(Cardig'n 
Delany, William 

Denny, Colonel 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay ((ralway 
Dewar, John A: (Znverness-sh.) 
Dewar, Sir T. R.(7r. Haml’ts 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon. Sir Jos. C. 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, 

Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Evans, Saml. T. (Glamorgan) 
Faber, E. B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber. George Denison (York) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Fergusson. RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald ,Sir Robert Penrose 
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Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, ye: William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby nd ) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Fyler, John Arthur 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon,HnJ E(Elginand Nairn 
Gore,Hn.GR.C.Ormsby-(Sa/op 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohn Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Grant, Corrie 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Sir E.W.(Bury St. Ed. 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Grey. Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, "Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Caen, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edwa 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. | 
Hall, Edward Marshall | 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG. (Mid x | 
Hamilton, Marq. of (Londondy | 
Hardie, J. Keir( Merthyr Tydvil | 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick G 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt.Hon, Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt Hon Sir Arthur D. 
Heath James (Staffords.N. W. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. | 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse. C. E. H. (Bristl, Z 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Herc 
Hoult, Joseph 
Houston, Robert /aterson 
Howard, J. (Midd.. Tot? ham 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur CU. 
Hutton. Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyce, Michael 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh 
Keswick, William 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kitson, Sir James 
Knowles, Lees 
Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Langley, Batty 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Law, H. Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson. J. Grant(Yorks.,N.R.) 
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Layland-Ban Seett Francis 
Leamy, Edm 

Lees, Sir Tete (Birkenhead) | 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Llewellyn, Evan Henr 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Zvesham 
Long,Rt.Hon. Walter( Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lundon, 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macedona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomag J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Maconochie, A. W. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Iver SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 


| M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benj. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 


| Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


Markham, Arthur Basil 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell,W J H( Dumfriesshire 


| Melville, Beresford Valentine 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


| Montagu, Hon.J.Seott( Wants.) 


Mooney, John J. 


| More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 


Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 


| Morgan, Hn. F, (Monm’thsh.) 
| Morgan, .J. Lis wd (Carn arthen 


Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt HonJoin( Wontrose 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robt. Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 


| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
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, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
ey, William 


Kell 


ONall, Hon. Robert Torrens 


O’Shaughneesy, P A 

Palmer, G. Wm. (Reading) 

Palmer, * Walter (Salisbury) 

Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Parti » Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pearson. Sir Weetman D. 

Pease, H. Pike ron Walden) 

Pease, J. A. ag Wi 
Pemberton, John 

Percy, Earl 

Perks, Robert William 

Philipps, John Wynford 

Pirie, Duncan 

Platt: Higgins, Frederick 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Pretyman, Ernest George 

Priestley, Arthur 

Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 

Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Gu 

Randles. John S. 

Rasch, . Frederic Carne 

Ratcliff, R. 

Rattigan, Sir W illiam Henry 
tea, Russel 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Redmond, Jn. E. (Waterford) 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Reid, James (Greenoc/) 

Rew nant, James Farquharson 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge) 

Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) 

Rigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 

Roberts, John Bryn (Lifion) 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.\ 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 

Robertson, Herbert (//ackney) 

Robson, William Snowdon 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L, 
Roliit, Sir Albert Kave 

Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
tose, Charles Day 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, ‘Tl. W 

Rutherford, John (Lancashire 

Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpoo/) 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


| Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 


Murray, R:. Hn AGraham(Bute | 


Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(GalwayN. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, 8.) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 


Samuel Herbert L. (Cleve/and 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 


Schwann, Charles E. 


| Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 


O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) | 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) | 


O’Brien, P. J. Ti 
O’Conunor, Jas. ( 
O’Connor, T. P 


rary, N.) 
ieklow, W.) 
. (Liverpool) ' 


Seely, Maj.J.E. B.(Lsleof Wight 
Shackleton, David James 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew) 


| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smit, James Parker(Lanar/:s. 
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Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Kt.Hn.C R( Northants 
Ss , Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir Jn. M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

S) » John 

Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(O27'dUniv 
Taylor, Austin (Lust Toxteth) 
Taylor, Theo. C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, BH.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glam., Z.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Carlile, William Walter 
Chaplin, Right Hon. Henry 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Main Question again proposed. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
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Thomas,F. Freeman (Hastings) 
Thomas, J. A. (Glam., Gower) 
Thomson, F.W. (York, W. R.) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Ure, Alexander 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Ezeter) 
Wallace, Robert 

Walrond, RtHn.SirWilliam H. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Wason, E. Ciacimannen) 
Wason,John Catheart( Orkney) 
Welby,Lt-Col. A.C. E( Taunton 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, G. (York, W. R.) 


NOES. 


Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. Jas. (Kent) 
MaclIver, David (Liverpool) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E( Wigf'n 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Renwick, George 

Robinson, Brooke 

Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Tollemache, Henry James 


of the House. 


Whiteley, H.( Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Whitley. J. H. (Lalifax) ) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williame, O. (Merioneth) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, F.W. (Norfolk, Mid) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
| Wilson, J.W. (Worcester., N.) 
| Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. ( Yorks.) 
| Wodehouse,Rt.Hn E. R.(Bath) 
Woodhouse,SirJT (Huddersf d 
Wortley,Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
| Yerburgh, Robt. Armstrong 
| Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hoodand Mr. Anstruther. 


Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H.(ShefPd 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Henry Seton - Karr 
and Lord ‘Willoughby de 
Eresby. 





Motion made, and Question, “ That 
the debate be now adjourned.”—(J/r. 
Joseph Walton.) 
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W.R., Barnsley): At this late hour, Sir, 
I would desire not to continue the 
debate, but, in view of the fact that we 
have not had the usual debate on the 
Budget, it is desirable that the House 
should have an opportunity for general 
discussion on the Second Reading of the 
Finance Bill. I beg to move the ad- 
journment of the debate 


Mr. A. J BALFOUR;; I do not, 
under the circumstances, propose to resist 
this Motion, but I hope it will be under- 
stood that the debate must be concluded 


by Friday. 


Put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed upon Friday. 


*Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) asked 
for an assurance that the Employment of 
Children Bill would not be taken at the 
conclusion of the debate on the Finance 
Bill on Friday. 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR was prepared to 
give such assurances 


Adjourned at eighteen munutes. 





after Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 11th June, 1903. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the 
Certificate from the Examiners that 
the further Standing Orders applicable 
to the following Bill have not been 
complied with :— 


Metropolitan District Railway (Various 
Powers). 


The same was ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


North Metropolitan Electric Power 
Supply. Petition of the North Metro- 
politan Electric Power Supply Company 
under their common seal, praying for 
leave to introduce a Bill to empower the 
Urban District Council of Willesden to 
sell their generating station at Willesden 
to the North Metropolitan Electric 
Power Supply Company; to confer 
further powers upon that Company ; 
and for other purposes: together with 
a copy of the propo-ed Bill annexed 
thereto; read, and referred to the 
Examiners. 


Derby Gas Bill [HL]. 
with Amendments. 


Reported, 


Kip’s Patents Bill [H.L.]; Pentillie 
Estate Bill [H.L.]; Lochnell Estate Bill 
[H.L.]. Committed. 


3 


Yas 


Commons. 


Local Government (Transfer of Powers) 
Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) Pro: 
visional Orders (No. 6) Bill; Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 11) Bill; Naval 
Works Provisional Order Bill; Forth 
Navigation Order Confirmation Bill. 
Brought irom the Commons. 


Middlesbrough Corporation 


Lanarkshire and Dumbartonshire Rail- | 
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| way Bill; South Yorkshire Joint Rail- 
| ways Bill; Blackheath and Greenwich 
District Electric Light Bill; Wolver- 
| hampton and Cannock Chase Railway 
| (Extension of Time) Bill ; Dublin, Wick- 

low, and Wexford Railway Bill ; Great 
|Southern and Western Railway Bill ; 
|Midland Great Western Railway of 

Ireland Bill; Mullingar, Kells, and 

Drogheda Railway Bill. Brought from 
the Commons.; read 1*; and referred to 
| the Examiners. 


Bill Business. 


Plymouth Corporation Bill ; Woolwich 
Borough Council Bill; Beckenham 
Urban District Council Bill; Great 
| Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton 
| Railway (Various Powers) Bill; Great 
|Western Railway Bill; Grindleford, 
|Baslow, and Bakewell Railway Bill ; 
| Hainault Forest Bill; London County 
/Council (Money) Bill; Neath, Pontar- 
dawe, and Brynaman Railway Bill; 
North-Eastern Railway Bill; Romford 
and District Tramways Bill; Wood 
Green Urban District Council Bill. 
Brought from the Commons; read 1 ; 
_and referred to the Examiners. 


| 
| 


Faversham Gas Bill [H.L.]; North’s 
Navigation Collieries Bill [H.L.]; Life 
| Association of Scotland Bill [H.L.}}; 
Pelican and British Empire Life Office 
| Bill [.1.]; Lima Railways Bill [1.1]; 
| Exeter Railway Bill [H.L.]; All Saints, 
Poplar (Rate Abolition) Bill [H.1.}. 
| Returned from the Commons agreed to. 


| London Hydraulic Power Bill. Re- 
/turned from the Commons with the 


| Amendment agreed to. 


| 


Exeter Corporation Bill [H.1.}. Read | (,,, Bill; East Ardsley Gas Bill 
and passed, and sent to the|turned from the Commons with the 
| Amendments agreed to. 


Sutton District Water Bill ; Bridgwater 
Re- 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 


‘Bill [H.L.], Report from the Committee 


of Selection, That the Five Lords ap- 
pointed a Select Committee on the Mid 
Yorkshire Tramways Bill [H.L.] and other 


| Bills, do form the Select Committee for 
| the consideration of the Tramways Orders 


Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [H.L.]. 
Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill 
ill 


Bill ; | sil a Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 


H.L.]; Water Orders Confirmation 
xX 





591 Returns, 


Bill [u.L.]. Committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) 
Bill [H.L.] ; Tramways Orders Confirma- 
tion (No. 2) Bill [H.L.]; Gas and Water 
Orders Confirmation Bill [H.L.]. Com- 
mitted: The Committees to be proposed 
by the Committee of Selection. 





PETITION. 


LAND REGISTERS (SCOTLAND) BILL 
[H.L. }. 

Petition against ; of the Faculty of Pro- 

curators in Glasgow ; read, and ordered 

to lie on the Table. 


(tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





COLLEGE CHARTER ACT, 1871. 

Papers respecting: Laid before the 
House on the 26th of May last, to be 
printed. (No. 96.) 


EMIGRATION AND IMMIGRATION. 


The Order made on the 26th of May 
last for printing return respecting dis- 
charged. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the following papers, having 
been commanded to be presented to this 
House by His Majesty, had been so pre- 
sented on the following dates by delivery 
to the Clerk of the Parliaments, pursuant 
to Standing Order No CXI., viz.— 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE (AGRICUL- 
TURAL STATISTICS, 1902). 

Report on the agricultural returns re- 
lating to acreage and produce of crops 
and number of live stock in Great Britain ; 
with summaries for the United Kingdom, 
British Possessions, and Foreign Countries, 
and particulars of prices, imports and 
exports of agricultural produce. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 
I Associations constituted under the 
Voluntary Schools Act, 1897. 
II. Associated schools and amounts of 
aid grant paid. 
III. Unassociated schools and amounts 
of aid grant paid, 1902-1903. 


TRADE. 


Annual statement of the trade of the 
United Kingdom with Foreign Countries 


{LORDS} 





Reports, de. 592 


and British Possessions, 1902, compared 
with the four preceding years. Volume 
Il. 


COMMERCIAL No. 4 (1903). 
Suez Canal: Returns of Shipping and 
Tonnage, 1900, 1901, 1902. (In continua- 
tion of Commercial, No. 2 (1902)). 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 
Minute of the Committee of Council 
on Education in Scotland, dated 28th 
May 1903, providing for the distribution 
of the General Aid Grant (with explana- 
tory memorandum). 


GENERAL POST OFFICE. 


Parcel Post Agreement, with detailed 
regulations, between Great Britain and 
the Netherlands. 


PUBLIC RECORDS. 


Sixty-fourth Annual Report of the 
deputy keeper of the public records. 


EXPLOSIVES ACT, 1875. 
Twenty-seventh Annual Report of His 
Majesty’s Inspector of Explosives, being 
their annual report for the year 1902. 


COLONIES (MISCELLANEOUS.) 
Papers relating to the investigation of 
malaria and other tropical diseases, and 
the establishment of schools of tropical 
medicine. 


TREATY SERIES, No, 8 (1903). 

Protocol between the United Kingdom 
and the United States of Venezuela, re- 
lating to the settlement of British claims 
and other matters ; signed at Washington, 
13th February 1903; together with 
agreements for the reference of certain 
questions to the Permanent Court of 
Arbitration at the Hague, and for the 
decision of other claims by a mixed Com- 
mission ; signed at Washington, 7th May 
1903. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

No. 2987. gg | (Bussorah); No. 
2988. California, Nevada, Utah, and 
Arizona ; No. 2989. Germany (Prussian 
Estimates) ; No. 2990. Roumania. 


AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS 
(IRELAND). 


Agricultural statistics of Ireland ; with 
detailed report for the year 1902. 
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Returns, 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD 
(IRELAND). 
Report of the Board, for the year 
ended 31st March 1903. 


NATIONAL PORTRAIT GALLERY. 
Forty-sixth Annual Report of the 
Trustees of the National Portrait Gallery, 
1902-1903. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 

Draft Customs Union Convention 
agreed to by representatives of the 
British Colonies and Territories in South 
Africa at a conference at Bloemfontein 
in March 1903. 


DUBLIN METROPOLITAN POLICE. 
Statistical Tables for the year 1902. 


STRIKES AND LOCK-OUTS, BOARD OF 
TRADE (LABOUR DEPARTMENT). 
Report on the strikes and lock-outs 

in the United Kingdom in 1902, and on 

Conciliation and Arbitration Boards. 


TRISTAN DA CUNHA. 


Further correspondence relating to 
the Island of Tristan da Cunha. (In 
continuation of (Cd. 8357], February 
1897.) 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


AFRICA, No. 5 (1903). 


Return giving dates of purchase and 
prices paid for rails, sleepers, girders, 
locomotives, carriages, and bridge work, 
obtained for the construction and working 
of the Uganda Railway. 


TRADE OF BRITISH POSSESSIONS. 

Statement of the value of the Trade 
of the various British Colonies and Pos- 
sessions with the United Kingdom, other 
British Possessions, and Foreign countries 
during the year 1901. 


TRADE REPORTS—I. MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES, 


No. 592. Italy (Municipalisation of 
Bakeries of Catania.) 


Il. ANNUAL SERIES, 


No. 2991. Greece (Pirzus). 
No. 2992. Spain (Cadiz). 
No. 2993. France (Réunion) 


{11 June 1903} 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 


Thirtieth Annual Report by the 
Accountant for Scotland to the Scotch 
Education Department. 
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FISHERIES (SCOTLAND). 
Twenty-first Annual Report of the 
Fishery Board for Scotland, being for 
the year 1902. Part III. Scientific 
Investigations. 


INDIA (CORONATION OF HIS MAJESTY 
KING EDWARD VIL.) 
Account of the Durbar held at Delhi, 
Ist January 1903. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


INEBRIATES ACT, 1898, PRISONS (SCOT- 
LAND) ACT, 1877, AND SECRETARY 
FOR SCOTLAND ACTS, 1885-1899. 

Rule made by the Secretary for Scot- 
land as to the appointment of a Visiting 

Committee to the State Inebriate Refor- 

matory at Perth. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 

Report by the Chairman of Com- 
mittees of the House of Lords and the 
Chairman of Ways and Means in the 
House of Commons. 


VICTORIA. 
The Constitution Act, 1903. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRE- 
LAND). 

Rule made by the Intermediate Edu- 
cation Board for Ireland appointing the 
places at which the examinations shall 
be held in 1903. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (RULES). 
Rule, dated 18th May, 1903, as to 
Assistant Commissioners. 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL. 
Returns relating to the Council. 
I. Return showing, up to 31st March, 
1903— 
The amount of Consolidated Stock. 
The application of the money raised 
by such stock. 
The sums carried to the Consolidated 
Loans Fund. 
The application of the Consolidated 
Loans Fund. 
x3 
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An estimate of the expenditure of 


II. Return showing, up to the 31st 
March, 1903. 

All moneys raised by the Metropolitan 
Board of Works and the Council 
since the passing of the Act for 
the purposes mentioned in the 

Act. 


{LORDS} 





| LOCAL LOANS FUND (ACCOUNTS, 
1901-1902). 

Accounts of receipts and payments by 

| the Commissioners for the Reduction of 

the National Debt in respect of the 


capital and income of the Local Loans. 


|Fund, for the year ended 31st March, 
| 1902, together with the Report of the 
|Comptroller and Auditor - General 
thereon. 


Particulars in relation to every 


parish, district, union, or place in 
respect whereof a loan has been 
obtained from the Metropolitan 
Board of Works or the Council 
since the passing of the Act. 


IMPERIAL INSTITUTE. 
Treasury Minute, dated 26th May, 
1903, directing that the ‘‘ Imperial 
Institute Account ” shall be audited by | 
the Comptroller and Auditor-General. 


SUPERANNUATION (PROFESSIONAL | ; 
| Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


I. Treasury Minute, dated 15th May, | 


QUALIFICATIONS). 


1903, declaring that professional or other 


peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to | 
be acquired on the public service are) 


ired for the d d efficient dis- | 
ee ee ee ee ae 'to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


charge of the duties of— 
Deputy Master and Controller of the 


Royal Mint; Third Assistant to the. 


Chief Crown Solicitor for Ireland. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 


Minute by the Board of Education 
sanctioning the subjects to be taught 
under Clause 8 of the Technical Instruc- 
tion Act, 1889, for the county of 
Glamorgan. 


ARKLOW HARBOUR, 


Report of the Arklow Harbour Com- 
missioners and statement of accounts for 


1902. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to 


MEDWAY CONSERVANCY. 


Statement of receipts and expenditures. 


| of the Conservators, for the year ended 
| 25th March, 1903. Delivered (pursuant 


| MUNICIPAL TRADING. 


Message from the Commons that they 
have appointed a Committee, to consist 


Il. Treasury [{Minutes, dated 13th | o¢ seven Members, to join with a 


May, 1903, declaring that Joseph 
Woolverston, Royal ;Laboratory, War 
Office; dated 8th June, 1903, declaring | 
that Alfred Robinson, artificer, Royal | 
Small Arms Factory, Enfield, were ap- | 
pointed without Civil Service certificates 
through inadvertence on the part of the | 


head of their Departments. 
| 


Committee of this House, to consider 
and report as to the principles which 
should govern powers given by Bills 
and Provisional Orders to municipal 
and other local authorities for industrial 
enterprise within or without the area 
of their jurisdiction, and to request 
that this House appoint an equal 


'number of Lords to be joined with 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION | ino Mesihens of hale Mann 


ACTS, 1881 AND 1892. 


PORT OF LONDON BILL. 
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second polling place be provided for the. 
the Council for all purposes, | parish of Godstone at Blindley Heath. 


for the year ending 31st March, 
1904. 


Thirty-ninth Annual Report on Alkali, | 
etc., Works, by the Chief Inspector ; | 
Proceedings during the year 1902, pre-; Message from the Commons that they 
sented to the Local Government Board | have committed the Port of London 


and to the Secretary for Scotland. | Bill to a Select Committee of five 
| Members to join with a Committee of 


‘this House, and to request that this 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
'House appoint an equal number of 


SURREY). 


Order made by the County Council | Lords to be joined with the Members. 
of the county of Surrey ordering that a | of their House. 
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THE SERVIAN REVOLUTION. 


Eart SPENCER: AsIseethenobleMar- 
‘quess the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs in his place, I desire to know 
whether he has any information to give 
the House regarding the terrible tragedy 
‘which has happened in Servia. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE): My Lords, the information 
which I have received from various 
sources leaves, | am sorry to say, no 
doubt that the King and Queen of 
Servia were murdered last night. It 
appears that there perished at the same 
time a brother of the Queen, two of 
the Queen’s sisters, a general, one of 
‘tthe King’s aides-de-camp, and twelve 
men of the Royal Guard. We are 
given to understand that the movement 
was organised. by the Servian Army, 
and that it has led to the proclamation of 
Prince Peter Karageorgevitch, and the 
formation of a new Government con- 
taining representativesof different parties 
in the State under a gentleman who 
formerly held the office of Prime Minister. 
We are further informed that the Con- 
stitution of 1901, which was recently 
abolished by the late King, has been 
restored, and that the National Assembly, 
which was dissolved in March last, has 
been summoned tomeetat once. Another 
account includes among the number of 
victims the Prime Minister and the 
Minister for War. 


EaRL SPENCER: Can the noble 
Marquess state how this occurred ? 


*THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: I 
gather that the Palace was surrounded 
and attacked, and that these unfortunate 
persons were done to death. 


‘COUNTY COUNCILS (BILLS IN PARLIA- 
MENT) BILL. 


[Srconp READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing Read. 


LorpD KENYON : My Lords, I do not 
think it will be necessary to take up your 
time for a long period in proving that 
this is a necessary and sensible measure. 
The object of it is to allow County 
Councils to promote Bills in Parliament. 


{11 JuNE 1903} 
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This privilege, as you know, belongs to 
municipal boroughs and Say ay 
Borough Councils, and even to Urban 
District Councils throughout the country ; 
and it seems to be an anomalous thing 
that County Councils, which in many 
cases are more important bodies, should 
not be able to promote Bills. In some 
fifteen instances County Councils have 
found it necessary to frame Bills, and in 
those cases they See embodied a clause 
allowing the expenses of promotion to be 
= ut supposing those Bills had not 
en passed, the expenses of promotion 
would have fallen on private individuals, 
and could not have been paid by the 
County Council. I heard of a case not 
long ago in South Wales where a free 
library was unobtainable owing to the 
fact that the County Council could not 
promote a Bill to obtain it. In regard 
to the powers possessed by Municipal 
Boroughs and others, the consent of the 
ratepayers has to be obtained and a poll 
taken by means of voting papers left at 
the houses. It is obviously impossible, in 
the case of a county, for voting papers to 
be left at the door of every voter, and 
therefore other methods have to be 
adopted to ensure that only necessary 
Bills should be promoted. The way in 
which that is proposed to be done is that 
before any Bill can be proceeded with a 
special meeting of the Council has to be 
advertised, and ten days notice given, and 
an absolute majority of the Council has 
to be obtained. The resolution has to 
be obtained by a further resolution 
passed in the same way fourteen days 
after the Bill has been deposited. In that 
way full publicity is given as to the nature 
of the Bil which it is desired to promote, 
and the ratepayers can take the necessary 
steps to safeguard their interests. I beg 
to move the Second Reading of the Bill. 


Moved, that the Bill be now read 2*.— 
(Lord Kenyon.) 


*THE Ear OF WEMYSS: My Lords, I 
have a notice on the Paper which is, I 
think, in itself a perfect answer to the 
speech of my noble friend. My notice is 
to move to resolve— 

“That, in view of the appointment of a 
Select Committee of both Tisenes of Parlia- 
ment ‘ to consider and report as to the principles 
which should govern powers given by Bills and 
Provisional Orders to municipal and other local 
authorities for industrial enterprise within or 
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without the area of their jurisdiction,’ this | 
House is of opinion that, i the Report of | 
such Committee, no Bills of the character of | 
the County Councils Bill or Borough Funds | 
Bill, which would empower the spending of the | 
ratepayers’ money in promoting and opposing | 
Bills in Parliament without having first 
obtained the ratepayers’ assent tosuch expendi- | 
ture, should be considered by this House.” 


So far as my experience is concerned, it 
is an absolutely unique principle that such 
Bills as these should be introduced pending | 
the Report of a Select Committee of 
both Houses appointed to consider this 
question. These Bills alter the pre-| 
sent relative position of ratepayers 
and municipal authorities, diminish the 
power of the ratepayers, and increase 
the power of the county authorities. 
But I am content to rest my case 
against these Bills upon the wording of 
my Resolution alone. It is, however, 
necessary to show to your Lordships the 
extent to which municipal trading has 
gone and the danger it involves. This 
Joint Committee was asked for in 1899 
and was appointed in 1900. It took 
evidence but did not report; and it was 
suggested that it should be reappointed. | 
The municipal authorities objected to 
the evidence that was taken before that 
Committee; they objected to having the 
light of day thrown upon their proceed- 
ings; and for two years nothing was 
done by the Government. But opinion 
was so strong in the country that the 
Government finally gave way and re- 
appointed the Committee. In the old 
days local government meant the ad- 
ministration of roads, drains, lighting, 
water, and other things. There was no 
question of municipalities trading; but 
to-day, so I am informed by one who is 
thoroughly conversant with these things, 
the local authorities throughout the 
country are either engaged in the follow- 
ing forms of trading or are seeking 
Parliamentary powers to enable them 
to engage in the same:—Gas, water, 
tramways, electric lighting, omnibuses 
and motor-car services, manufacture of 
residual products of gas, provision for 
entertainments, concerts, etc., refri- 
gerators and manufacture and sale of 
ice, workmen’s dwellings, construction 
and management of crematoria, bathing 
machines and tents, the supply of sea 
water for private purposes, hop growing, 
slaughter houses, manufacture of steam 
engines and dynamos, gas and electric 


The Earl of Wemyss. 


{LORDS} 


/payers over this 
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fittings, manufacture of paving materials, 
cold air storage, shops, saloons and 
refreshment rooms, hotels, Turkish baths, 
telephones, baths and wash-houses, 
cycle tracks, municipal banks, and the 
use of municipal bank notes, municipal 
pawnbroking, municipal bakeries, and 
municipal public houses. In the North 


in Parliament) Bill. 


/of England municipal collieries have 


been under discussion, and the Bradford 
Corporation have actually proposed to 


| supply coal for retail consumption. 


That shows where the ratepayers’ 
money goes, and that instead of diminish- 
ing and checking the powers of rate- 
expenditure those 
powers ought to be increased. Whether 
the Joint Committee to which this ques- 
tion has been referred will increase the 
power of the ratepayers and put some 
check on municipalities in regard to 
municipa! trading I do not know, but 
certainly it seems to me that some check 
ought to be established. There is no 
limitation to the amount of rating; 
the authorities may rate up to 20s. 
in the pound. In the Public Libraries 
and other Acts the amount of the rate 
is limited. That is one check; the 
other checks are the public meetings of 
ratepayers to sanction the expenditure. 
But at such meetings the ratepayers are 
at a disadvantage, for the municipal 
authorities practically pack the meeting 
with people in their own employment 
and others who vote whichever way 
they are told. I hold that, in view of 
the increasingly large army of municipal 
servants, the ratepayers would only 
have a proper chance of protecting 
their own interests if these muni- 
cipal servants were disfranchised. Sup- 
posing that trading by municipalities 
is successful—a large assumption—is it 
safe? Are the ratepayers safe? Is the 
speculation an absolutely safe and sound 
one? I contend that it is not, in view 
of the rapidity with which inventions are 
superseded by others. In conversation 
some time ago with my noble friend 
Lord Kelvin, I asked him to jot down 
the inventions that had been made in his 
recollection. He did so. They were— 
development of steam power ; improve- 
ments in mechanical engineering and 
textile factories; railway and steam 
locomotion by land; steam navigation ; 
electric land telegraphs; electric sub- 
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marine and wireless telegraphy ; electric 
light ; electro-chemical works ; applica- 
tions of water power for these, and both 
steam and water to electric work gener- 
ally ; electric traction on railways, tram- 
ways and common road motors, gas 
engines, oil engines, electric transmis- 
sion of power and motor traction in 
general. If municipalities had invested 
in oil lamps originally, gas superseded 
them; and in the same way electric light 
has superseded gas. So it runs on through 
the whole course. 


Not only is this question of municipal 
trading a serious one as regards the 
ratepayers, but also from the point of 
view of national progress. It is not the 
County Councils who have taken up new 
inventions, and even in the future they 


will not dare to take them up until they | 
are thoroughly tested, owing to the risk ; | 


whereas, if a speculator takes up an 
invention, he either brings it to a success- 


ful issue—in which case the public | 
benefit—or, he fails, and the public do | 
not lose, as would be the case under the | 
legislation we are asked to sanction | 


to-day, and similar legislation. This is 
what happens. Where science has in- 
vented some great discovery, the munici- 


palities or the State—and I hold that | 
State trading is quite as dangerous as, if | 


not more so than, municipal trading—get 
a Bill passed through Parliament to take 
possession of this invention. Take elec- 
tricity—an absolute instance in point. 


That very active Minister, Mr. Chamber- | 


lain, brought in a _ Bill which took 
possession, at the end of twenty years, 
of all electric works, at the price, not of 


going concerns, bué of the old plant and | 


old iron. What was the result? An 
absolute stoppage was put to all electrical 
work in this country, and to such an 
extent that we have never recovered it, 


and we are now behind all the rest of | 
the world in regard to electricity. Mr | 


Chamberlain had to come to Parliament 


and admit that he had made a mistake, | 
and the period was altered from twenty | 
No matter what the | 


to forty years. 
invention is, however great, it must be 
remembered that we are always in the 
infancy of invention. If a speculator is 
liable to be robbed of the benefit to 
be gained from working a successful 
invention, he will not take it up, 


and so all national progress is stopped. 
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| be the result of stimulating in any way 
| municipal trading. We are progressing 
| without a stop, to what? To the time 
/when individuals will be abolished as 
| traders, when Socialism will be rampant, 

_and when everything will be in the 
hands of a labour-governed State. Do I 

| exaggerate when | say this? To prove 

that I do not I would quote the answer 
| given by Mr. Burns at a great meeting 
| some time ago. I asked him whether 
it was not the case that he and those 
| who acted with him looked forward to 
‘everything in the way of property, 

| manufacture, trade, and the distribution 

| of trade being in the hands of a labour- 

| governed State. Mr. Burns simply 

|stood up and nodded assent. I have 

| another authority to show whither this 
is tending, and what you have to guard 

against. What are the views of Sir 
Albert Rollit, the President of the 

| Municipal] Association, upon municipal 
trading? I am told that three or four 
years ago Sir Albert Rollit said—these 
are not his actual words, but they 

convey the effect of what he said—that 
the time would come when the municipal 

authorities would determine who should 

carry on business within the limits of 
the municipality, and when no business 
would be allowed therein which the 
authorities believed they could do 
better than it could be done by the 
individual. That is the prospect before 
your Lordships, a prospect which seems 
'to be encouraged by the Government 
when they bring in such Bills as this. 
|The Joint Committee to which I have 
referred will have to consider all these 
things, and it does appear to me that, 
pending their inquiry and their decision 
as to where tlte line should be drawn in 
regard to municipal trading, it is 
absolutely unsound and _ inconsistent 
with the practice of Parliament that 
Bills such as these, which take away 
from the ratepayers powers that they 
now possess ind give to County Councils 
additional powers, should be passed into 
‘law. It is unbusinesslike and contrary 
'to common sense, and I hope, on those 
grounds, that your Lordships will sup- 
| port my Amendment. 


Amendment moved-- 


| « To leave’ out all the words after ‘That 


It cannot be denied that this would | for the purpose of inserting the following 
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words, viz., ‘in view of the appointment of a 
Select Committee of both Houses of Parlia- 
ment “to consider and report as to the 
a which should govern powers given 
ry Bills and Provisional Orders to municipal 
and other local authorities for industrial 
enterprise within or withoué the area of their 
jurisdiction,” this House is of opinion that 
— the Report of such Committee, no 
ills of the character of the County Councils 
Bill or Borough Funds Bill, which would 
empower the spending of the ratepayers’ 
money in promoting and opposing Bills in 
Parliament witnout having first obtained the 
ratepayers’ assent to such expenditure, should 
be considered by this House.’ ”— (The Lord 
Wemyss, E Wemyss). 


*Tue SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BaLFour of BURLEIGH): My 
Lords, I would venture to say a few 
words upon this Bill because it applies 
to Scotland as well as to England. I 
think I can fut the issue which the 
House will have to decide quite clearly 
in a very few words. The noble Earl 


who has just spoken has mixed up two | 


things which are wholly distinct. A 
very large part of his speech was, shall 
I say, more or less appropriate to the 
next Bill we shall have to discuss—the 
Borough Funds Bill—but was not appro- 
pri:te to the Bill now before the House. 
Let me explain very shortly precisely what 
this Bill does. The Bill isa Government 
Bill, and has never been in the hands of 
Sir Albert Rollit or Mr. Burns. 


*THE EarL or WEMYSS: 
Borough Funds Bill has. 


But the 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
am at this moment discussing the County 


Councils Bill. 


*Toe Eart oF WEMYSS: The prin- 
ciple is the same. : 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
would represent to the House that the 
course taken by the noble Earl is 
extremely inconvenient. There are two 
Bills on the Paper. The issue we have 
to decide is totally distinct in each case, 
and surely it is not too much to ask 


that the discussion should be appropriate | 


to the Bill which is at present before 


{LORDS} 
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under the Local Government et, 
Parliament gave County Councils the 
power to oppose Bills, and the same was 
done for Scottish County Councils in 
1889. But no power was given at that 
|time to promote Bills. In the fifteen 
|years that have elapsed this has been 
found inconvenient in a certain number 
‘of cases. As a matter of fact, County 
Councils, or some County Councillors, 
‘have promoted Bills in some fifteen 
or sixteen cases, and Parliament, by 
| passing those Bills, has sanctioned 
the course they have taken. The only 
“question before the House at this 
| moment is this: Is this a right power 
| to give to County Councils, or is it not 
'a right power; and, secondly, are the 
| safeguards which are proposed in the 
Bill sufficient and satisfactory for the 
purpose? The safeguards are these: 
| There shall be twice a resolution of the 
County Council, once before the Bill is 
‘introduced and once after the Bill is 
introduced. In each case an absolute 
majority of the whole Council is required. 
All the questions affecting municipal 
trading are entirely beside the point in 
connection with this Bill. I put it to 
the House that, in the ordinary accepta- 
tion of the term, County Councils have 
nothing to do with municipal trading. 
They do not, as a fact, undertake it at 
the present time, and I believe they do 
not desire to acquire powers to undertake 
it. 

If I had to discuss the abstract ques- 
tion of municipal trading with the noble 
Earl (I make him a present of this 
admission), I think I should very nearly 
agree with a great deal that he has said 
to-day. I am no great friend to muni- 
cipal trading except in regard to such 
prime necessities of life as water and gas, 
if, indeed, these are covered by the term. 
But that is not really the point which is 
before us at the present time. What I 
want to point out to the House is this, 
| that, in the first place, it is not likely 
that County Councils will either desire 
‘to indulge or as a fact indulge in what 
is called municipal trading. This Bill 


really does not touch the question at all. 








the House. All that this Bill does—it | County Councils are municipal authori- 
may be a right thing or a wrong thing— | ties in the ordinary sense of the term, 
but all that it does is to allow County | but they are not municipal authorities 
Councils to promote as well as to oppose | in the sense that you speak of muni- 
Bills in Parliament. In the year 1888, | cipal trading. I do not think that the 
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wildest opponent of municipal trading 
has ever contended, or could contend 
successfully, that the County Councils 
either of England or Scotland, as a 
body, are likely to extravagantly in- 
dulge themselves in that direction. 
Most of the undertakings in which local 
authorities have engaged, and which 
are called municipal trading, are autho- 
rised by general Acts of Parliament, 
and not by private Acts, such as it would 
be possible for County Councils to pro- 
mote under this Bill. The class of 
enterprise which it is intended in this 
Bill that Gounty Councils may promote 
will have regard to roads, bridges, 
lunatic asylums, and so forth. When 
you come to such subjects as the building 
of workmen’s houses, electric light 
undertakings, tramways, baths, water- 
works, markets, and so on, if the 
municipal authority, be it the County 
Council or the Borough Council, desires 
to undertake them, they do it under the 
terms of general Acts, and not under 
the terms of private Acts which would 
be promoted under the powers given by 
this Bill. It may be a right thing or it 
may be a wrong thing for municipal 
trading to go as far as it has gone; but, 
so far as this Bill is concerned which we 
are now discussing, all the spectres which 
the noble Earl has conjured up really 
have nothing to do with the question 
at issue. A great many of your Lord- 
ships are connected with County 
Councils, and 1 think I am speaking 
within the knowledge of nearly all 
of those who are so connected when I 
say that this power is one which 
County Councils all over the country 
almost unanimously desire. I sin- 
cerely hope that, in spite of the sugges- 
tions of the noble Earl, some of which I 
must leave over to answer till we come 
to the next measure, the Bill will receive 
the sanction of your Lordships’ House. 


*THE EArt oF WEMYSS: My noble 
friend said he did not think it likely that 
County Councils would take advantage 
of the powers given them by this Bill to 
go in for trading. Is there anything in 
the Bill to prevent their doing so? 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
do not think there is. 


{11 June 1903} 
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*THE Eart oF WEMYSS: Hear, hear. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
But my point is that even so far as the 
boroughs are concerned, which are to a 
certain extent open to the charge of 
undue municipal trading, they have 
undertaken their enterprises in the main 
under the powers of general Acts and 
not under Acts promoted under the 
powers which would be given by this 
Bill. 


*THE Eart oF WEMYSS: There is 
no security in the Bill. 


Lorp BELPER: May I be allowed to 
say one word, merely as representing 
the County Councils Association, which 
comprises all the County Councils in 
England, and has strongly supported 
this measure. In answer to the noble 
Earl who has just remarked that there 
is nothing in this Bill to prevent muni- 
cipal trading, let me point out that 
County Councils have absolutely no 
power to deal in municipal trading in 
any way. They have no powers with 
regard to gas, only limited powers with 
regard to water, and no powers at all 
with regard to the different municipal 
purposes for which boroughs acquire 
powers from Parliament. This measure 
has now been before the County Councils 
some years, for very shortly after the 
Local Government Act of 1888 was 
passed, it was found most inconvenient 
that County Councils could not promote 
Bills. This is a power which is held and 
exercised by every municipal borough in 
England, not only by every small 
borough within the districts of counties, 
but also by every urban council. Why, 
therefore, is the County Council, which 
is the supreme authority in the county, 
to be deprived of powers which the 
smaller authorities possess ? The incon- 
venience caused has been so great that 
ghairmen of County Councils and others 
have taken upon themselves the respon- 
sibility of promoting certain Bills which 
were absolutely necessary in order pro- 
perly to carry out the work of the 
council, and if these measures had not 
been passed these gentlemen would have 
been mulcted in the cost of their promo- 
tion. I hope the House will not be led 
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away by the idea that this Bill has any- 
thing to .o with municipal trading or 
with those who support municipal trad- 
ing. Sir Albert Rollit, who has been 
quoted as the head of the Municipal 
Association, has no more to do with the 
County Councils than the man in the 
moon has. He is not a representative 
of the County Councils in any. way ; 
quite the contrary. So far from the 
object of this Bill being to enable the 
County Councils to undertake duties 
which the noble Earl and a great many 
of us think ought not to be under- 
taken by municipal authorities, it 
merely proposes to give County Councils 
the power to promote as well as to oppose 
Bills in Parliament in cases where it is 
necessary. There is ample security given 
that the ratepayers shall be properly 
consulted, .- 


*THE Marquess oF RIPON: My Lords, 
I do not rise for the purpose of adding 
anything to what has fallen from the 
two noble Lords opposite. I entirely 
agree with all they have said ; but I do 
think it is desirable that some one who 
has been for long chairman of a County 
Council should confirm what has been 
stated by those two noble Lords. | 
entirely concur in the importance of 
giving these powers, which are possessed 
by municipal boroughs, to County 
Councils. It was felt at the very com- 
mencement of the coming into operation 
of the Act of 1888 that there was a 
defect in this respect, and as time has 
gone on the difficulties that have been 
created in consequence have been found 
toincrease. The matter has no more todo 
with the question of municipal trading, 
as assumed by the noble Earl on the cross 
benches, than, as the noble Lord opposite 
said, with the man in the moon. It is 
merely a question of giving to County 
Gouncils the powers which municipal 
councils possess of promoting Bills in 
Parliament, and I do not think any one 
who appreciates the difficulty that has 
been caused by the present state of 
affairs will oppose the Bill. 


THe DuKE or RUTLAND: May I 
suggest to the noble Earl on the cross 
benches that it would do more to promote 
the object he has in view if he were to 
withdraw his Amendment in regard to 


Lord Belper. 
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this Bill and move it when the Borough 
Funds Bill is under discussion. 


in Parliament) Bill. 


*THE Eart OF WEMYSS: My feeling 
about it is this: that the principle is the 
same. My argument applies equally to 
this Bill as to the Borough Funds Bill. 
My point is not whether this Bill or the 
other Bill is necessary, but whether, 
pending the Report of the Joint Com- 
mittee, two Bills of this character should 
be considered. I think such a procedure 
absolutely contrary to common sense. 


*Lorp BELPER: This Bill gives no 
power of municipal trading whatever. 


*THE EaRL oF WEMYSS: It gives 
County Councils the power to spend 
money which they cannot spend now, 
and it gives them this power while a 
Committee is sitting to considerjand 
report upon the whole question. 


*Lorp AVEBURY: My Lords, it 
is true that this Bill does not directly 
authorise County Councils to embark on 
industrial enterprises, but it enables them 
to introduce Bills with that object. 
County Councils have not as yet shown 
any desire for municipal trauing, and I 
am not very much afraid that they will 
show any such desire in the future ; 
but I do not see why we should run the 
risk. It seems to me that this Bill does not 

ive the ratepayers the protection they 

ave hitherto enjoyed, and will facilitate 
the expenditure of money for this 
purpose At the same time I understand 
that there are other objects which may 
make it important that County Councils 
should have some of these powers. [ 
think the case against the Borough 
Funds Bill is stronger than the case 
against this Bill, and while I admit that 
there is more to be said for this Bill than 
for the Borough Funds Bill, perhaps 
the objections might be renewed in Com- 
mittee ; -till, if the noble Earl presses his 
Amendment to a division, I shall vote 
with him. 


On Question, whether t!.e words pro- 
posed shall stand part of the Motion, 
resolved in the affirmative: Bill read 2* 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Tuesday 
next. 
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BOROUGH FUNDS BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


*LorD KENYON: My Lords, the 
Bill which I now have the honour to 
ask your Lordships to read a second time 
deals with a different question. At 
present certain restrictions are laid upon 
Borough Funds with regard to pro- 
moting or opposing Bills in Parliament. 
One of the restrictions isthe requirement 
that the consent of the owners or rate- 
payers must be obtained, and that any 
one single owner or ratepayer may 
demand a poll. It has been urged that 
no one person should have the power of 
asking for a poll, and therefore it is 
proposed to abolish this restriction and 
to provide that the decision of the 
meeting in favour of or against the 
promotion of a Bill or any part or 
clause thereof, must be final unless not 
less than 100 parochial electors, or one- 
twentieth in number of the electors, 
whichever may be the less, demand a 
poll in writing. If, however, the 
decision of the meeting is against the 
promotion of the Bill or any part or 
clauses thereof the council themselves 
may require a poll to be taken. The 
proposal to allow the local authority to 
oppose Bills in Parliament without first 
obtaining the consent of the electors has 
already been agreed to in the case of 
County Councils, and it may be assumed 
that they will not oppose a measure 
with which the electors are generally in 
sympathy. The noble Earl included 
the Borough Funds Bill in his Amend- 
ment, and seemed to assumethat we were 
giving additional{powersto the authorities 
and diminishing the powers of the 
ratepayers, but I would ask your Lord- 
ships whether these authorities, being 
elected by the ratepayers themselves, are 
not in that sense the servants of the 
ratepayers to carry out their desires. 
Further, if the Report of the Select Com- 
mittee should be adverse to certain classes 
of trading being undertaken by the 
various councils, and Parliament were to 
decide to act upon that Report, there is 
nothing to prevent the provisions which 
contravene such decision being struck 
out of the Bill. As to the powers of 
municipal trading, I would point out that 
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County Councils are not municipalities, 
and have not hitherto been accused of 
desiring to promote Bills for municipal 
trading. I trust the House will give the 
Bill a Second Reading. 


Moved, that the Bill be now read 2*.— 
(Lord Kenyon.) 


*THe Eart or WEMYSS: AsI was 
told from the Treasury Bench that my 
arguments applied to this Bill, it is not 
necessary that I should repeat them. I 
simply beg to move my Motion as an 
Amendment to the Second Reading of 
this Bill. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
think it desirable that the House should 
be absolutely, and without any doubt, in 
possession of the precise issue which is 
raised by this Bill. The idea of the Bill 
is to amend and simplify the procedure 
under the Borough Funds Act, 1872. 
Briefly, this Bill frees Borough Councils 
from every restriction as to opposition to 
a Bill, and it modifies and alters the 
procedure in the case of promoting a 
Bill. The noble Lord opposite (Lord 
Avebury) objects to this Bill on the 
ground, I understand, that it diminishes 
the power of owners. I think 
it would be convenient if 1 were to 
describe shortly the precise procedure 
under the Act of 1872. Under that Act 
Borough Councils are empowered to 
employ rates in either promoting or 
opposing any private Bill in Parliament, 
but the exercise of the power is subject 
to certain restrictions. One of those 
restrictions is that the consent of the 
owners and ratepayers to the promotion 
of the Bill should be obtained. For the 
purpose of testing the feeling of the 
ratepayers a meeting has to be called, 
and upon a vote taken for or against the 
promotion of the Bill the matter may be 
settled, provided no ratepayer demands 
a poll. Under that Act any single rate- 
payer may demand a poll of the whole 
constituency, and put the area to the 
expense involved thereby, and it is a 
very considerable expense in some large 
areas. For instance, in the city of 
Westminster there are some 18,000 
inhabited houses, the owner or occupier 
of every one of which would have to have 
the opportunity of voting. The object 
of this Bill is to repeal the provisions of 
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the Act of 1872, so far as opposition to a obtained, but any single elector can 


Bill is concerned, so that the council of 
either a borough or urban district may 
oppose a Bill without obtaining the 
consent of the ratepayers. I understand 
from the previous discussion that neither 
the noble Earl on the cross benches nor 
‘the noble Lord opposite demurs to power 
being given to local authorities to oppose 
Bills. 


*THE Eart or WEMYSS: Yes, pend- 
ing the inquiry. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH : I 
understood that their arguments were 
directed against the promotion of Bills and 
not against the opposition to Bills. It 
is quite clear that you cannot get any 
power for municipal trading by opposing 
a Bill. 
to anybody, and therefore the real 
‘question before us is whether the restric- 
tions proposed to be substituted in this 
Bill for the restrictions now on the 
‘Statute-book are, or are not, improve- 
ments and sufficient for the purpose. 
‘There is no other issue. The question 
of municipal trading does not come into 
it, because now every Borough Council 
and Urban District Council can promote 
# Bill under certain restrictions. The 
only question is whether the restric- 
tions which are now proposed to be 
substituted in this Bill are sufficient and 
satisfactory for the purpose. 
proposed now is that the resolution of 
the local authority to promote a Bill 
must be passed after ten days notice 
by advertisement in a local paper, and 
it must be confirmed by another resolu- 
tion passed in like manner not less than 
fourteen days after the deposit of the 
Bill. The Local Government Board, to 
whom the powers of the Home Office 
are transferred, have also the power of 
veto. The position of matters at present 
is this, that when a proposal to promote 
a Bill is made by the local authority, 
notice has to be given by placards and 
advertisements of the proposed Bill. A 
public meeting of the parochial electors 
has to be called to consider the question, 
and the Bill has to be explained to them. 
The decision of the meeting, in favour 
© or against the promotion of the Bill, 


now insist upon a poll being taken. I 
think this is an undue power to put 


into the handsofany one man. As] indi- 


cated a few minutesago, in the Borough 


‘of Westminster there are 18,000 in- 


whichever is the larger number. 


That, 1 think, must be obvious | 


What is, 


habited houses, and it may be fairly 
said that some 30,000 persons could 
vote if a poll were taken in that borough. 
It is, therefore, not only a very cum- 
brous, but an exceedingly expensive 
matter if any one person takes excep- 
tion. The idea of the present Bill is to 
substitute for the one man who may put 
the borough to that expense a propor- 
tion of the electorate. It is proposed 
that one-twentieth of their number may 
require a poll, or one hundred —" 
do not think there is anything re- 
volutionary in this Bill, and perhaps 
both the noble Lords who have 
spoken, and even the House itself, will 
be surprised when they are told that a 
Bill in almost identical terms passed 
this House in 1898. I donot know why 
it never went further, but on this 
occasion the Bill comes up to the House 
with the authority of the other House, 
and having, as I have said, been passed 
by this House five years ago. It is not, 
as the noble Earl seems to suggest, 
adapted from the Bill of a private 
Member. It was introduced as a 
Government Bill at the beginning of 
the session, and, after escaping all the 


‘perils to which Government Bills are 


or any parts or clauses thereof, must be | 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 


exposed, it comes up here with the 
practical unanimity of the other House. 
I am not going to pretend that it isa 
matter of shaciutdly first-rate import- 
ance, but I do think it a matter of great 
convenience that these onerous restric- 
tions should be removed. I am 
authorised by my colleague, the President 
of the Local Government Board, to say 
that he sincerely hopes the Bill may 
become law. There is nothing in the 
slightest degree dangerous in it, and I 
do not see why it should wait for the 
result of this inquiry. I do not think 
that any one can allege that the safe- 
guards which we propose to substitute 
for those now on the Statute-book are 
not sufficient, and I sincerely hope the 
House will consent to pass the Bill. 
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Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl | power which is taken away by this Bill ? 
of Hatsspury) : I think it right that I| A practical illustration of the importance 
should call attention to the fact that the | of the safeguard which this Bill proposes 
Amendment of the noble Earl has been | to abandon has been afforded within 
already negatived by this House, and it} the year. The Hove Corporation pro- 





would not be in order to move it again. | posed a system of tramways within and 


The Amendment applied both to the | 


County Councils Bill and to this Bill, 


and as it has been negatived it is out of | 


order on this Bill. 


THe EarRL oF CAMPERDOWN: On‘! 


that point I am not quite certain that I 


agree with the noble and learned Lord 


on the Woolsack. The Amendment 
could not have been in order as applying 
to both Bills, because the second Bill 
was not then before the House. It is 
impossible, surely, to move a Resolution 


with regard to a Bill not before the) 
House, and therefore I think the noble | 


Earl’s Amendment ought to have been 
declared out of order when he moved it 
to the first Bill. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 


As to the point of order which has been | 


raised, surely it is hardly worth while 


making a difficulty about it, because if. 


any noble Lord wishes to get rid of the 


sill he has only to move that it be read | 


a second time this day six months. 


*Lorp AVEBURY : My Lords, I beg to 


move that the Bill be read a second time | 


this day six months. I shall not take 
up the time of your Lordships by repeat- 


ing the arguments so forcibly stated by | 


the noble Earl below me as to the un- 
desirability of dealing with the law on 
this subject just at a time when the 


whole question is going to be inquired in- | 
to. The noble Lord whomoved theSecond | 


Reading told the House frankly that the 
Bill doesintroduce considerablealterations, 


and it cannot be denied that it diminishes | 


the safeguards which have hitherto 
existed. It does seem to me that the 
present moment, when we are going to 


inquire into the whole subject, is most | 


inopportune for such a great alteration 
in the law. My noble friend stated that 
the Bill came to us with all the authority 
of the other House of, Parliament, but, 


unless I am mistaken, no statement was | 


ever made upon it, and there was no 
discussion in the other House. Why 
should the ratepayers be deprived of the 


without the area of the borough at a 
‘capital outlay of £103,700. As the 
local authorities to the west of Hove 
did not approve, and would not co-oper- 
ate, the scheme was abandoned for one 
within the boundaries of the town 
only, at an estimated cost of £80,500. 
A meeting of owners and ratepayers 
was accordingly held under the Borough 
Funds Act, 1872, on 16th December, 
1902. When the Resolution authorising 
the promotion of the Bill of the Hove 
Corporation— 

‘*For constructing and working tramways, 
erecting electric generating stations, acquiring 
| existing tramways, providing for the expense 
| and use of conduits for telephones and other 

wires, providing and running motors, omni- 
buses, etc.” 
| was put to the meeting, the Mayor, who 
presided, declared it carried by a large 
majority. A poll wasdemanded, and the 
result was announced on 17th January, 
1903, as follows: Votes for the Bill, 
| 3,111; votes against the Bill, 4,185; 
majority against, 1,074. 

How serious the position is regarded 
by those most interested in the trade 
/and commerce of the country has 
recently been shown by the fact that a 
/memorial has been presented to the 
| Bank of England, most influentially 
signed, calling attention to the alarming 
growth of municipal indebtedness. How 
| have we been met by the supporters of 
municipal trading? Not by argument, 
but by abuse and misrepresentation. 
| Even Lord Welby, from whom we should 
| have hoped for better things, went out 
| of his way to make a personal attack on 
| me. Lord Welby said : 
' ‘Tord Avebury and his friends, have | 
| think, been waiting for a huge failure on the 
| part of some local authority to raise a new loan, 
mut they have waited in vain, and I think 
always will wait in vain. No doubt they 
would have liked to see the last London 
County Council loan of five million a failure. 
. . . . . Such an ignorant and useless 
way of talking can have no real effect.” 

My noble friend has no right to make 
‘any such assumption. He entirely mis- 
_takes our position. We should be very 
‘sorry that any loan issued by the 
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London County Council should be a 
fiasco. As ratepayers it is our interest 
that municipalities should be able to 
borrow at as cheap a rate as possible. If 


they could get the money for nothing , 


so much the better. Might I not good 
humouredly apply to Lord Welby his 
own words, 

“Such an ignorant and useless way of talking 
can have no real effect.” 


But municipalities have most important 
duties to fulfil—duties sufficient to tax all 
their energies. We wish them to have 


timetothink outthe problemsof municipal | 
This Bill, on the contrary, | 
will encourage and facilitate the undertak- | 


government. 


ing of outside enterprises, which will 
overtax their energies, and inevitably tend 
to higher rates. I hope, therefore, that 
your Lordships will throw out the Bill. 


The great increase in the rates which | 
has taken place in late years is partly | 


due to the fact that so many have votes 
who do not pay any rates, at any rate 
directly. They do not, therefore, feel 
the need for economy. By depriving 
owners of any voice, the Bili will 
aggravate the evil, and it will also 
commit a great injustice. It will not 
be denied that anyone renting or buy- 
ing a property takes the rates into 
consideration. Surely the owners are 
entitled to some voice in the expenditure. 
No doubt the present state of the law 
is unsatisfactory and requires amend- 
ment, but the present Bill goes 
in the wrong direction. It takes 
away! from owners even the slight 
power they now have of resisting unwise 
expenditure, and will tend, therefore, 
still further to increase the heavy bur- 


den of the rates. 


*Lorpd BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
This Bill does not deprive owners of any 
rights they now possess as owners. 


*Lorp AVEBURY : Will they be able 
to vote as they do now? I was in- 
formed that if the Bill passed, the 
owners’ vote would be taken away. 


#i*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
The point is a technical one, but my 
information ‘s to this effect, that the 
alteration from owner to parochial 
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|are doing is to alter the proportion of 
| parochial electors who may demand a 
| poll. The owners’ right was taken 
| away in 1894, 


*LordD AVEBURY: I can only say 


|that I am advised differently. The 
point is not merely technical, but 
| practical. At present, owners have 


the power to vote, and I believe 
‘they did so in the Hove case. At 
‘any rate, if it does take away any 
power from owners, I think we may 
take it that in Committee that will not 
be pressed. But whether it takes away 
the owners’ vote or not, it does diminish 
the power of the ratepayers to control 
the local authorities. 


Amendment moved— 


“To leave out the word ‘now’ in order to 
add at the end of the Motion ‘this day six 
months.’”—(Lord Avebury.) 


*Lorpv BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
I made a statement on a question of 
fact a few minutes ago. I may 
possibly have misled the noble Lord 
and the House, and [ desire to put 
myself right at once. [| stated correctly 
that the Act of 1894 substituted the 
parochial electors as the people who 
would have to vote in the event of a 
poll being demanded, but, at the present 
time, in addition to these parochial 
electors, the owners may vote for that 
particular purpose if each owner makes 
a claim, but he has to make a claim 
within a certain limited number of days 
on the particular vote which is to be 
given. He is not on the register, and 
although he has, in the abstract, the 
power to make a claim and to vote, it 
is hedged about with such difficulties 
that it is very rarely exercised. It is 
the fact, however, that the noble Lord 
was correct to the extent that the Bill 
will abolish the right of the owner to 
claim to exercise his vote. 


*Lorp AVEBURY: The question is 
surely one of much importance. I 
venture to think that the right of 
the owner to claim is an important 
one, and, instead of being restricted, it 
should be facilitated, because he is the 
| person in many cases on whom the 


elector wax made by the Local Govern-, pe 


ment Act of 1894, and that all we 
Lord Avebury. 


' burden of the rates ultimately falls. 
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On question, “‘ Whether the word pro- 
posed to be left out shall stand part of the | 57 ; Not-contents, 17. 
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Their Lordships divided :—Contents, 
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Hutchinson, V(E Donoughmore 


Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House on 
Tuesday next. 


THE NEW FISHERIES BOARD, 

Lorp HENEAGE: My Lords, I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether, as the Bill for the 
creation of a Fisheries Board has been 
prepared, His Majesty's Government 
will consider the desirability of intro- 
ducing that measure in the House of 
Lords as early as possible, in view of its 
urgent necessity and the unavoidable 
delay which has already occurred. I[ 
would like to call the attention of my 
noble friend, whom I venture to con- 
gratulate on his appointment, to the 
circumstances under which this Ques- 
tion was put down. Last October there 
was a very large Sea Fisheries Con- 
ference held at Grimsby. A resolution 
was passed urging on the (tovernment 
the necessity of establishing a Fisheries 
Department with increased status, and 
I was asked to arrange for a deputation 





to the Prime Minister during the pre- 


Stalbridge, L. 
Wemyss, L. (EZ. Wemyss.) 


sent session for the discussion of this 
and several other questions. While 
negotiations were proceeding as to the 
date for the deputation, it became 
known that it had been decided by the 
Government to create a Fisheries Board, 
and the Prime Minister wrote to me 
asking whether I did not think it would 
be more convenient if the deputation 
was put off during the transfer of the 
duties of the Fisheries Department from 
the Board of Trade to the new Boards 
[ thought the suggestion a very fair 
one, and agreed to it, but it was, of 
course, on the understanding that the 
Bill was to be proceeded with at once, 
and that the deputation on the various 
subjects discussed at the conference 
would be received at an early date after 
Easter. We all know that the delay 
was unavoidable owing to the sad and 
regrettable death of Mr. Hanbury, but 
at the moment of his death he had 
made himself master of most of the 
questions with regard to the fishery 
trade, and had also prepared a Bill 
which, from the information I had, was 
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to have been introduced directly after 
Easter. The position of the sea 
fisheries has been a very inconvenient | 
one during the last four or five months. | 
We are at present in the position of | 
being in no man’s land. Seeing that | 
the House of Commons is so full of | 
business, | am very anxious that this | 
Bill should be introduced in this’ House | 
as early as possible in view of its| 
urgent necessity. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD . 
or AGRICULTURE (The Eart oF | 


Onstow): My Lords, first of all I must | 
express my gratitude to the noble Lord | 
for the compliment he paid me. One of | 
the first things that I found on taking 
charge of my Department was the dratt 
of the Bill to which he has referred. It | 
was necessary for me to give some little | 
consideration to it, and to some extent. 
to alter and remodel it, but I am glad to 
be able to inform the noble Lord that | 
the Bill has now been prepared. I will | 
lay it on the Table of the House to-night, | 
and if it suits the convenience of your 
Lordships, and the noble Lord in par- | 
ticular, 1 propose to take the Second | 
Reading on Monday next. | 





PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO CHIL- 
DREN (AMENDMENT) BILL [H.L. ]. 

Amendments reported (according to 

Order), and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


UNION OF BENEFICES ACT, 1860, 
AMENDMENT BILL [H.L. ]. 
Amendment reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3* on Monday 


next. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY 
COUNCILS) BILL [H.1.}. 


Amendment reported (according to | 
Order), and Bill to be read 3* on Monday 
next. 


POLLING ARRANGEMENTS (PARLIA- 
MENTARY BOROUGHS) BILL [u.1.]. | 


Amendment reported (according to 
Order) and Bill to be read 3* on Monday 
next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (TRANSFER OF 
POWERS) BILL. 
Read 1"; and to be printed. (No. 97.) 
Lord Heneage. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No.6) BILL. (No. 
98. ) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. (No. 
99. ) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. (No. 100.) 


NAVAL WORKS PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL. (No. 101.) 


Read 1*; to be printed; and referred 
to the Examiners. 


FORTH NAVIGATION ORDER CON- 
FIRMATION BILL. 


Read 1*; to be printed, and (pur- 


/suant to the Private Legislation Pro 
|cedure (Scotland) Act, 1899), deemed to 


have been read 2 (Zhe Lord Balfour), 
and reported from the Committee. (No. 
102.) 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND 
FISHERIES BILL [H.z.]. 

A Bill to transfer to the Board of 
Agriculture powers and duties relating 
to the industry of fishing, and to amend 
the Board of Agriculture Act, 1889— 
Was presented by the Earl of Onslow ; 
read |*, to be printed; and to be read 
2* on Monday next. (No. 103.) ... 


House adjourned at Six o’clock, 
till To-morrow, a quarter past 
Four o'clock. 


HOUSE OF CO|JMMONS. 
Thursday, 11th June, 1903. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [(Lorps]. (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH.) VaR 


Mr Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
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are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz.:—London and North 
Western Railway Bill [Lords]. Ordered, 
That the Bill be read a second time. 


Beckingham Urban District Council 
Bill. Read the third time, and passed. 


Cleveland and Durham County 
Eectric Power Bill [Lords]. Read the 
third time, and passed, with an Amend- 
ment. 


Great Northern, Piccadilly, 
Brompton Railway (Various Powers) 
Bill (King’s Consent signified). Read the 
third time and passed. 


Great Western Railway Bill (King’s | 
Consent and Prince of Wales’ Consent. 
signified). Read the third time, and 
passed. 


Grindleford, Baslow, and Bakewell | 
Railway Bill, Read the third time, and 
passed. 


Hainault Forest Bill (King’s Consent | 
sgnified). Read the third time, and | 
passed. 


India Rubber, Gutta Percha, and | 
Telegraph Works Company Bill [Lords]. | 
tead the third time, and passed with | 


Amendments. 
London County Council (Money) Bill. | 
tead the third time, and passed. 


Milford Docks Bill [Lords]. Read the | 
third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynaman 
Railway Bill, Read the third time, and 
passed. 


North Eastern Railway Bill (King’s 
Consent signified). Read the third time, 
and passed. 





Romford and District Tramways Bill. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


South Wales Mineral Railway Bill 
[Lords]. Read the third time, and passed, 
without Amendment. 
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Staffordshire and Worcestershire Canal 
Bill [Lords]; Welliagton (Salop) Gas 
Bill {Lords}. Read the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments. 


Wood Green Urban District Council 
Bill. Read the third time, and passed. 


Bristol London, and Southern 
Counties Railway Bill. Reported [Pre 
_amble not proved]; Report to lie upon 


|the Table, and to be printed. 


Electric Lighting (London) Bill [Lords]. 
|Ordered, ‘That the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills do examine 
'the Electric Lighting (London) Bill 
[Lords] with respect to compliance with 
the Standing Orders relative to Private 
Bills—(Mr. Elliot.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to Amend- 
ments to Plymouth and Stonehouse Gas 
Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 


PETITIONS, 
CHURCH DISCIPLINE BILL. 


Petition from Beckenham, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACT, 1882, AND 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING (SCOTLAND) 
ACT, 1890. 


Petition from Haddington, for altera- 


tion of law; to lie upon the Table. 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL. 
Petition from Newport (Fife), against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
HERITABLE PROPERTY (SCOTLAND) 
(REGISTRATION OF WRITS). 


Petition from Haddington, for altera- 
tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER 
BILL. 

Petitions against: from West Brom- 
wich ; Grimsby; and Glasgow; to lie 
upon the Table. 

LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION 

FOR NON-RENEWAL) BILL. 


Petitions against: from Glasgow; 
Grimsby; and Eccles; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Y 
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LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS AMEND- 
3 MENT BILL. 

Petitions for alteration: from Glen- 
buck; Letham; Glasgow; and St. 
Ternan ; to lie upon the Table. 
LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS AMEND- 

MENT BILL. 

Petition from Haddington, in favour ; 

to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petitions in favour: from Camber- 
well; and School Board for London ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


Petition from Haddington against ; | 


to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


Petitions for alteration: 


Merchants’ Association ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL 


— . ‘ | 
Petition irom Beckenham, against; | 


to lie upon the Table. 


PARISH COUNCILS AND 
AUTHORITIES (SCOTLAND) (REPAY- 
MENT OF LOANS). 

Petition from Haddington, for altera- 
tion of law; to lie upon the Table. 


PORT OF LONDON BILL. 


Petitions against (praying to be heard | 
by Counsel): From General Shipowners | 


Society, London ; Council of the Metro- 


politan Borough of Bermondsey ; Com- | 


mercial Gas Company; Timber Trade 
Federation of the United Kingdom 
(London Section) and others; London 
Chamber of Commerce; Pilots on the 
River Thames ; Master Lightermen and 
Barge-owners Wharfingers, Coal Mer- 
chants, and Granary Keepers on the 
River Thames; Midland Railway Com- 
pany; London, Tilbury, and Southend 
Railway Company ; Hertfordshire County 
Council ; Gas Light and Coke Company; 
Berkshire County Council; Holders of | 
Debenture Stock of the Surrey Com- | 
mercial Dock Company ; Corporation of | 
London; Surrey Commercial Dock | 
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from Had- | 
dington; and Scottish Home Timber | 
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leports, &e. 


|Company; Poplar Borough Council; 
| London Trades Council ; London Grain 
Elevator Company, Limited; Mayor, 
| Aldermen, and Citizens of the City of 
| Rochester; and Mayor, Aldermen, and 
| Burgesses of the County Borough of 
| West Ham ; referred to the Select Com- 
| mittee on the Bill. 


| PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL. 
| Petitions in favour: From Ynysybw!; 
| Dundee; and Saltash; to lie upon the 
| Table. 

PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to 

| lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES. 
Petition from Accrington, for alteration 
of law ; to lie upon the Table. 


VETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

{| LABOURERS’ COTTAGES (IRELAND). 
Return <r") 10th June] to be 

| printed. [No. 198.] 


LUNATIC ASYLUMS (IRELAND). 
Return [presented 10th June] to be 
| printed. [No. 199.] 


FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND). 
Copy of Twenty-first Annual Report 
of the Fishery Board for Scotland, being 
for the year 1902. Part III. Scientific 
Investigations [by Command]; to lie 
| upon the Table 


BURIAL | 


EAST INDIA (CORONATION OF HIS 
MAJESTY). 

Copy presented, of Account of the 

Durbar held at Delhi on the 1st January, 

1903, in celebration of the Coronation of 

His Majesty King Edward VII. [by 

Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


(APPLICA- 


TECHNICAL EDUCATION 
BY LOCAL 


TION OF FUNDS 
AUTHORITIES). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
fordered 28th July, 1902 —Sir John 
| Gorst}; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 200.] 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, Is84. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 8th June, 1903, declaring that 
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Alfred Robinson, Artificer, Royal Small 
Arms Factory, Enfield, was appointed 
without a Civil Service Certificate, 
through inadvertence on the part of the 
Head of his Department [by Act] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


Returns, 


SINKING FUNDS. 


Account presented, of the Commissioners 
for the Reduction of the National Debt, 
showing the amount received and applied 
in the year ended 31st March, 1903, in 
respect of the Old and New Sinking 
Funds [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 201.] 


ARKLOW HARBOUR. 


Copy presented, of Report of the 
Arklow Harbour Commissioners and 
Statement of Accounts for 1902 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL [Lorps]}. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 8th June—JMr. Bonar Law] ; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 202.] 

PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
fordered 8th June—Mr. Bonar Law]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
{No, 203.] 


AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


PIER 


Return presented, relative thereto 
jordered 8th June—Mr. Bonar Law]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
| No. 204.] 


PLER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 


Return presented, relative ; thereto 
(ordered 8th June—Mr. Bonar Law] ; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No 205. } 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
jordered 8th June—JMr. Bonar Law); to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
{No. 206. ] 
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PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
fordered 8th June—Mr.* Bonar Law); to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 207.] 


Reports, We. 


HARWICH HARBOUR. 


Copy presented, of Abstract of the 
Accounts of the Receipts and Expendi- 
ture of the Harwich Harbour Con- 
servancy Board from the time of their 
incorporation down to and inclusive of 
the 31st March, 1903, ete. [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 208. ] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2991 to 2993 [by Command], to lie 
upon the Table. 

TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
No. 592 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKS, 1902. 

Returns ordered, “(1) from each 
Savings Bank in England and Wales, 
Scotland, Ireland, and the Channel 
Islands, containing, in columns, the 
names of the officers, their respective 
salaries, and other allowances, if any ; 
the amount of security each gives; the 
annual expenses of management, in- 
clusive of all payments and salaries, for 
the year ended the 20th day of 
November, 1902; the rate per centum 
per annum on the capitul of the Bank 
for the expenses of management; the 
rate of interest paid to Depositors on 
the various amounts of deposit, and the 
average rate of interest on all accounts ; 
the number of accounts remaining open ; 
the total amount owing to Depositors ; 
the total amount invested with the 
Commissioners for the Reduction of the 
National Debt ; the balance in the hands 
of the Treasurer at the 20th day of 
November, 1902; the total amount of 
the separate Surplus Fund on the 20th 
day of November, 1902; other assets, 
including estimated value of Bank 
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premises, furniture, &c.; the total down principles which will secure liberal 
assets ; the total amount of Government. treatment to landowners in future settle- 
Stock standing to the credit of ments of the land revenue, can he state 


Depositors ; the number and amount of 
annuities granted ; and the average cost 
of each transaction; also the year in 
which business commenced in each 
Bank, and the name of the day or days, 
and the number of hours in the week, 
on which the Banks are open for the 
deposit and withdrawal of moneys ; in- 
eluding in such Return a list of all such 
Savings Banks as, under the provisions 
of the Act 26 Vic. c. 14, or otherwise, 
have been closed and have transferred 
their funds, or any part thereof, to the 
Post Office Savings Banks ; showing, in 
each case, the number of such Banks, 
as well as the number and amount of 
Depositors’ accounts so transferred, and 
the amount of compensation, if any, 
made toall or any of the Officers of such 
Banks respectively ; and showing also 
the years in which such Banks were 
respectively opened and closed, and the 
number and amount of their Depositors’ 
balances, and the number of days and 
hours in each week on which the same 
Banks were open for public business at 
the close of the year next preceding 
the date of such closing; distinguishing 
the same, as in the Return, for each 
separate county, as well as collectively, 
for Eng'and and Wales, Scotland, Ireland, 
and the Channel Islands, and for the 
United Kingdom : and (2) for the year 
ending the 20th day of November, 1902, | 
showing the total number of Depositors 
in Trustee Savings Banks; the total. 
number of deposits ; the average amount 
of each deposit account; the average 
sums paid in and drawn out; the total 
number of persons who have deposited 
in single sums the entire amount, 
allowed to be deposited during the year 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 267, of Session 1902).”—(Mr. 
Mount.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIR- | 
CULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Land Revenue of India. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To | 
ask the Secretary of State for India, in | 
view of the announcement that the/| 
Government of India have recently laid | 


| fact, that the 


| answer 
'Member on this subject on the 26th of 


approximately for each province what 
percentage the Jand revenue will bear to 
the gross produce. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) The Resolution of the 
Government of India in which these 
liberal principles are laid down explains 
in paragraph 16 why it is neither possible 
nor equitable to fix the demand of the 


State at a definite share of the gross 


produce of the soil. In paragraph 17 an 
estimate is given of the proportion of the 
gross produce taken by the present 
assessments in the several provinces, and 
it is there stated that the average rate. so 
far from showing an inclination to 
enhancement, is everywhere on the 
downward scale. 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India, having regard to the 
additional land revenue 
receipts derived through the irrigation 
of State canals in the united Provinces 
of Agra and Oudh, Punjab and North 
West Frontier Province, Madras, and 
Bombay, are estimated to produce 
£821,900, will he state how much of this 
sum is derived from each of the four 
Provinces. 


(Answered hy Secretary Lord Georye 
Hamilton.) United Provinces, £89,100 ; 
Punjab, £91,300; North -West Frontier 
Province, £3,000; Madras. £527,000 ; 
Bombay, £111,500; Total, £821,900. 


Intercommunication between Passengers 
and Guards on Indian Railways. 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he is yet able to 
say when the Government of India will 
adopt a system of inter-communicaticn 
between passengers and guards on Indian 
railways. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) I have nothing toadd to the 
which I gave to the hon. 


February last.j But the matter is 
receiving, and will continue to receive, 





+See (4) Debates, exviii., 912. 
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“the attention of the Government of 
India and of the Indian Railway Com- 
panies, 


(uestions. 


Inoculation against Plague in India. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India if he will state the number 
of persons in each Province of India who 
have been inoculated with plague serum 
since this system was introduced ; and 
will he say how many of these persons 
have since died of plague. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) The Returns, so far as they 
are available, are given in the subjoined 
statement :— 





| Number of 
Persons in- 

oculated who 
have since 

\died of plague 


Number of 
Persons 
inoculated. 


Not known 


Madras 21,404 

B- ngal - -| 34,332 | 31 | 
United Provinces - 8,538 26 
Punjab- - - | 480,737 | 1,158 
Central Provinces 10,649 | 34 
Coorg - 3 | 0 
Serar - 2,407 9 
Bombay 599,857 1,482 


Indian State Railways—Native Officials. 
Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India if he will state whether 
there is any rule, and, if so, what, prevent- 
ing natives of India being given access to 
higher appointments on Indian railways. 


(Answered ly Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) There is no such rule. In 
the Public Works Code (vol. 4, cap. 8, 
paragraph 37) it is laid down that “ Pro- 
motions from class to class will be made 
on the occurrence of vacancies in the 
sanctioned cadre, and they will be made 
wholly by selection of the fittest persons.” 


Limitation of os * ol 9 of January, 


Mr. JOHN HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
Richmond): To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he will explain 
why the Indian Government recom- 
mended that the Army Order, No. 9, of 
January, 1903, should be limited to 
troops engaged in the operations pre- 
vious to 3rd March, 1893; and whether 
they will extend the date so as to include 
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the Sima Relief Column under Captain 
Davies, D.S.O., which started from 
Bhamo in April, 1893, and which was 
the last expedition that season; and 
whether he can explain why the Army 
Order, No. 9, of January. 1903, conferr- 
ing medals upon troops engaged in India 
in 1893 has been so long delayed. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) The Government of India, 
with all the facts before them, fixed the 
3rd March, 1893, as the date on which 
active operations in the Kachin Hills 
ceased. The column under Captain 
Davies, D.S.O., which left Bhamo for 
Sima on 12th April, 1903, met with no 
opposition. The delay in the grant of 
the medal was due to the fact that, at 
first, the operations in the Kachin Hills 
in 1892-3 were not considered to be of 
sufficient military importance to justify 
the grant of a medal. 


Postal Services Committee—Names of 
Members. 


Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): To ask the Postmaster-General 
if he is now prepared to give the 
names of the gentlemen to serve on 
the promised Committee to investigate 
the grievances of the Post Office em- 
ployees; and whether he can state the 
terms of reference to the Committee. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
I am not yet in a position to make any 
further statement on this matter. 


London-Brighton Telephone— 
Interruptions. 

Mr. LODER (Brighton) : To ask the 
Postmaster-General whether he can 
give any explanation of the condition 
of the trunk telephone lines between 
London and Brighton, and of the con- 
stant interruptions which occur. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The trunk lines between London and 
Brighton are in good condition and 
work very satisfactorily as a rule, Three 
new lines were brought into use in 
November last, and there is little delay 
in obtaining communication with 
London. On three days recently the 
time occupied in trunk calls has exceeded 
thirty minutes owing to the temporary 
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interruption of some of the lines. These 
interruptions were chiefly due to altera- 
tions of wires in progress on the London, 
Brighton, and South Coast Railway. 


Questions, 


Corn Duty—Rebate to Millers. 

Mr. PHILIP FOSTER (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-upon-Avon) : To ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether, seeing 
that it is proposed to allow millers a 
rebate on duty paid corn which may be 
in stock on 30th June, but not to allow 
to those who have not stock sufficient 
to produce a rebate of £25, he will, in 
the interest of small millers, reduce this 
amount to one of £10. 


(Answered by Mr, Ritchie.) No, Sir ; 


I cannot go beyond the limit which has 
been already announced and is laid down 
in the Finance Bill. 


Swine Fever in Essex. 

Mr. ROUND (Essex, Harwich): To 
ask the hon. Member for Huntingdon- 
shire, as representing the President of 
the Board of Agriculture, if he will state 
to what extent swine fever now exists 
within the county of Essex ; and whether 
he can see his way to the removal of the 
restrictions now in force. 


(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) 
There has been a distinct improvement 
in the position of Essex in regard to 
swine fever since the restrictions to 
which my right hon. friend refers were 
imposed in December last. In that month 
there were twenty-four outbreaks of the 
disease, whereas last month the number 
was eight. In these circumstances the 
Board have felt justified in withdrawing 
the restrictions as from the 12th instant. 
I may add that the local authority have 
recently decided to adopt regulations 
which {will, we believe, if properly en- 
forced, very much reduce the risk of the 
re-introduction of the disease into the 
county. 


Walmer Barracks—Discharge of Sewage. 

Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty, whether, 
seeing that the sewage from the marine 
barracks and hospital at Walmer is 
discharged crude into the sea immedi- 
ately opposite the town, he will explain 
why the Admiralty has declined to join 
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(Juestions. 


the authorities of the town in establish- 
ing a system of treatment for this 
sewage. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
Admiralty have not declined to join the 
local authorities in establishing an im- 
proved sewage system. They have for 
a long time past been urging them to 
establish such a system. 


Cost of Registration of Births, Deaths, 
etc., in Ireland. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
Co., N.E.): To ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
can state the total cost of the registra- 
tion of births, deaths, and marriages in 
Ireland, and the relative proportion of 
such cost paid out of the rates levied for 
relief of the poor and from Imperial 
sources. 


(Answered ly Mr. Wyndham.) The 
amount paid out of voted moneys on 
this service during the year ended 31st 
March, 1902, was £13,341. The amount 
paid out of local rates in the same period, 
by way of fees to registrars of births, 
deaths, and marriages, was £9,303. 


Sale of the Massarene and Dean’s Estate. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in 
view of the fact that, in April, 1891, the 
Judge of the Land Court in Ireland 
issued an absolute order for the sale of 
the Massarene and Dean’s estate, situated 
in the counties of Limerick and Tipper- 
ary; and that, in February, 1897, the 
estate being sti!l unsold, the matter was 


brought before Mr. Justice Ross for 


delay, and also in December, 1899, May, 
1900, and July, 1902, for the same 
purpose, he can state upon what grounds 
the sale of this estate has been deferred 
from April, 1891 ; when will it be finally 
disposed of ; and what is the loss to the 
incumbrancers by reason of the delay 
in the proceedings. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
applications made on the dates mentioned 
in respect to the delay in the proceedings 
for the sale of this estate were, on each 
occasion, the subject of judicial decision. 
I am informed that the entire property, 
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with the exception of some holdings to 
which the Land Purchase Acts do not 
apply, has now been sold. It is not 
possible to form an estimate of the loss, 
if any, caused to the incumbrancers by 
reason of the delay in completing the 
sales. 





Volunteer Ammunition Allowance. 
Mr. FREDERICK WILSON (Norfolk, 
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Lancashire, Westhoughton): General 
Officers commanding Army Corps at 
home and districts at home and abroad 
have recently been informed that in 
future they will decide the particular 
system of management to be adopted in 
the regimental institute and canteen of 
each unit in their command, subject to 
certain general principles to be laid 
down by the Commander-in-Chief. No 


Mid.) : To ask the Secretary of State for | serving soldier will be allowed to be 
War if he will explain why the number| employed. No alteration in establish- 
of rounds of ammunition allowed to each | ment such as that suggested is con- 
rifle volunteer for match shooting and | templated. 

private practice at the range has been | 
reduced to ten; and whether he will | 
reconsider this decision. | 


GENERAL LAURIE: Will the com- 
/manding officers of the several units 


' | have any voice i is matter ? 
Ldnanned ty Me. Cundary Debt re OO ae 


A regulation has recently been promul- | Rene ane ; 
gated which limits the expenditure on | Lorp STANLEY: I do not think 


prize competitions and matches to ten| there is the slightest, doubt that the 
rounds per efficient, in consequence of General Officer Commanding will consult. 
the desire of the military authorities | the commanding officers of units 

that the ammunition available for private 
practice should be empioyed in improv- | 
ing the general musketry efficiency of 
the corps, rather than that it should be 
utilised for match shooting by a few 
experienced shcts. 


Officers’ Uniforms. 


GENERAL LAURIE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
| can state how many changes have been 
/made in the uniform of the offic rs of 
| the Army since Ist October, 1899, and 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. _give particulars of these changes ; 

Samii | whether these changes were made to 
'enable the officers to discharge their 
duties more efficiently, or whether the 


object has been to reduce the cost to the 





Army Canteens. 
GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and | 
aversenawant) : I beg to ask the Secre- officers of providing and maintaining 
oot 4 of State for War whether he can | those uniforms; and whether he can 
— if it has been decided to establish | cate that the object has been attuined. 
the canteens in the Army at home and | 
abroad on the tenant system, or on what | 
is known as the regimental system, and,, Lorp STANLEY: The only material 
if the latter, whether he has considered changes in officers’ dress since October, 
the advisability of imposing tle addi-| 1899, were those promulgated by Army 
tional duties of stock purchasing and | Orders 39 and 40 of 1902, by which a 
book keeping on officers whose principal | service dress, frock coat, and great coat 
duty is to train their men as soldiers ;| were introduced ; gold lace was removed 
or whether, in view of the responsibilities | from trousers, also mess jackets, and a 
connected with such a system of regi- great reduction in lace ornamentation of 
mental training, he would recommend | tunics was made. These changes have 
the appointment of an additional officer, | not existed sufficiently long for officers 





selected on account of his qualifications 
for this special purpose, and who should 
have no part in the military training of 
the soldier. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 





now serving to feel the benefit, but, 
eventually the changes referred to must 
of necessity lessen officers’ expenses in 
the matter of uniform. I entirely 
concur with my hon. and gallant friend 
in thinking that all such changes should 
be reduced to a minimum. 
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Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, | New Zealand Meat Industry. 
E.): Is it not the fact that within the | Mr. }HERBERT SAMUEL (York- 
last six weeks a new great coat waS| shire Cleveland): I beg to ask the 
eng for care — less | Secretary of State for the Colonies 
ee Sa eee | whether his attention has been drawn to 
aia | the proposal of the New Zealand Govern- 
Lorp STANLEY: I cannot 8ay- | ment to open shops in Great Britain for 
That is not a matter which would be ih, gale of meat at cost price; and 
brought before me. But I know that whether, if this proposal is carried out, 
for every change proposed by the War },, contemplates the imposition of a 
Office there are fifty asked for by the countervailing duty on New Zealand 
officers themselves. | aenes. 


Somaliland Operations—Reported Capture THe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
of British Officers. COLONIES (Mr. J. Cuampertaty, Bir- 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I beg mingham, W.): The answer to both 
to ask the Secretary of State for War questions is in the negative. 
whether he has any reason to believe 
that certain British officers are in the British Indian Subjects in the Transvaal. 
hands of the Somali Mullah; and : siamese ae 
whether preparations are being made | SIR MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
for the active resumption of hostilitiesin GREE (Bethnal Green, N. E.): I beg to 
that country. ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
if he has received the Reports he had 


Lorp STANLEY: The War Office has undertaken to call for from the local 
received no official information to the ®thorities relating to the treatment of 


effect that certain British officers are C¢™t@in British-Indian subjects in the 
Transvaal, and also with regard to the 


prisoners in the hands of the Mullah. 
As regards future movements it has murder of a Mahomedan fruit seller at 
been necessary to give considerable orders Durban in February last. and the trial of 
for camels to replace wastage, and to a person named Kennedy in connection 
; : ‘ with the death of a labourer at Lady- 
Manning’ é 6 ge l Lad) 
enable General Manning's force to carry smith in March last, and, if so, will he 


out the concentration on Bohotle. state the contents of the Reports and 
” ; place the Papers upon the Table of the 
Military Railway at Chatham. House. 


Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding): I beg to ask the Secretary Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have not 
of State for War, will he state why the yet received the Reports referred to, but 
construction of the military railway | they were asked for by despatch on Ist 


between Chatham Barracks and Tor | May. 
Darland has ceased; the cost of the 
portion already constructed, and the Sin MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
cost when the whole of the work is com- |GREE: When does the right hon. Gentle- 
pleted ; and, further, at what dates he | man expect to hear from Lord Milner 3 
anticipates the work will be resumed | 
and finished. | Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Roughly 
| Speaking, it takes three weeks to send by 
Lorp STANLEY: The construction | mail, and I must allow some time for 
of the railway has been suspended, as | ‘making i inquiries, 
the General Officer Commanding does 
not consider its completion necessary for| Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG. 
the training of the school of military |GREE: Is the right hon. Gentleman 
engineering, which formed part of the | aware that the regulations laid down by 
reasons for the work in question. The the Boer Government are being enforced 
cost of the portion already constructed |by the present Government. Will he 
is about £2,000. The total estimated send orders for the suspension of the 
cost of the line is £11,500. | regulations ? 








637 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: That is | 
not the case. The law is not being en- 
forced in all the vigour with which it | 
was carried into effect by the Boers, and | 


Questions. 


considerable modifications have been | 
made. 
Sr. MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- | 


GREE: I will furnish the right hon. 
Gentleman with information to the effect 
I have stated. 


British Guiana—Protective Duty on 
atches. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether there is a protective 
duty on matches entering the Colony of 
British Guiana; and if so, whether the 
duty applies to matches made in the 
United Kingdom ; and whether there is 
more than one match factory in British 
Guiana. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The answer 
to the first two questions is in the af- 
firmative. As regards the third there 
is no recent information, but I am not 
aware that there is more than one such 
factory. 


Indentured Coolie Labour in Natal. 

Sm MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE: I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India if he has received from 
the Government of India any statement 
in connection with the mission of dele- 
gates sent from Natal to settle the con- 
ditions regarding indentured Coolie 
labour ; whether any settlement has been 
arrived at on the point of allowing the 
labourers to remain in the colony after 
the expiry of their indentures; and 
whether he will lay all Papers relating 
to the conference upon the Table of the | 
House, | 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord GerorGE HAMILTON, 
Middlesex, Ealing): I have received the 
proposals of the Government of India, 
and they are under consideration ; but I 
cannot at present say whether it will be 
possible to lay the Papers on the Table, 
as the correspondence is still incomplete. 


Navigation of the Congo. | 

Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE . 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade): I beg to ask the | 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign | 
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Affairs if it is proposed to bring to the 


notice of the signatories of the Berlin 


Act of 1884-5 the desirability of now 
constituting the River Commission for 
the control of the navigation of the 
Congo, which it was contemplated should 


| be formed under the provisions of that 


Act. 
THE UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 


FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 


BORNE, Rochester): No complaints have 


| reached His Majesty’s Government as to 


any difficulties in connection with the 
navigation of the Congo; there would 
seem, therefore, to be no good reason for 
raising the question of the desirability of 
constituting the River Commission alluded 
to by the noble Lord. 


Austro-Hungary—Proposed Increased 
Tariff on British Machinery. 

Mr. SEYMOUR ORMSBY - GORE 
(Lincolnshire, Gainsborough): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs what representations 
have been made by His Majesty's Govern- 
ment to the Austro-Hungarian Govern- 
ment with regard to the proposed in- 
creased duties to be levied by those 
countries on British manufactured 
machinery. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: No representa- 
tions have been made on the subject. I 
understand that the proposed new 
Austro-Hungarian tariff is not likely to 
be disposed of by the Austrian and 
Hungarian Parliaments before September 
at the earliest. The proposed taritf is to 
form one of the subjects for consideration 
at a meeting of the Commercial Intel- 
ligence Committee of the Board of Trade 
next week. 


The Revolution in Servia. 


Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eve): I 
wish to ask the Under Secretary of State 


for Foreign Affairs a question, of which | 


have given him private notice, whether 
he is able to communicate any informa- 
tion to the House with regard to the 
revolution which has broken out in 
Servia; whether it is the fact that both 


| the dynasty and the Ministry of Servia 


have been changed by the method of 
assassination : and whether the safety of 
British subjects in Belgrade is assured. 
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Lorp CRANBORNE: We re 
officially informed that King Alexander 
and Queen Draga were assassinated last 
night. A new Government has been 
formed under M. Avakumovics, a former 
Prime Minister. The constitution of the 
Parliament of 1901, recently abolished 
by King Alexander, has been restored, 
and the National Assembly, dissolved in 
March last, has been summoned to meet 
at once. That is all the information I 
have to communicate officially to the 
House. 


(Juestions. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE: 
Has the noble Lord any information as to 
whether Ministers were also murdered ? 


Lorp CRANBORNE: I am aware 
that the statement is published in the 
Press, and I have no reason to doubt its 
truth. 


Mr. STEVENSON: Is there any in- 
formation as to the safety of British 
subjects at Belgrade ? 


Lord CRANBORNE: We have no 
information that there is any danger to 
them there. 


Income from British Investments Abroad. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he can state the amount of 
income derived by inhabitants of the 
United Kingdom from investments 
abroad, and the corresponding amounts 
ten years ago and twenty years ago.. , 


THE CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Ritcuiz, Croydon): It 
is not possible to state definitely what is 
the income derived from investments 
abroad. The following figures represent 
the income so derived, so far as it can be 
identified in the Statistics of the Income 
Tax, but such figures must not be re- 
garded as representing the whole of the 
profits derived from British capital 
inve-ted abroad. 1881-82, £30,600,000 ; 
1891-92.  £54,700,000; 1901-02, 
£62,600,000. 


Flour Rebate. 
Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer at what rate it is pro 
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posed to pay rebate on stocks of flour 
on Ist July. 


Questions. 


Mr. RITCHIE: The rates of repay- 
ment of duty on flour will be as 
follows :—On flour which remains in the 
same condition as when imported, at 
the rate of duty paid, viz., 5d. per cwt. ; 
on flour manufactured in the United 
Kingdom from foreign grain, the same 
rate as allowed when exported on draw- 
back, viz., 3}d. per cwt. 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Co., Ossory) : 
Will all millers have the advantage of 
this ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: It does not matter 
in whose hands the corn is so long as 
the duty comes to £25. We cannot go 
below that. 


Mr. DELANY: 
that ? 


Why confine it to 


Mr. RITCHIE: In this particular 
case we are making a very considerable 
concession, and a very important one. 
It is quite impossible to go down to the 
lowest sums as the hon. Gentleman 
desires, because it would enormously 


| increase the difficulty of the work. 


Metropolitan Traffic — Accidents with 
Covered Vehicles. 

Sir THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham. 
lets, St. George's): 1 beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment if he will state the number of 
accidents caused by covered vehicles in 
the streets of the Metropolis during the 
year 1902 which have resulted in per- 
sonal injuries; and will he say how 
many of such accidents have proved 
fatal. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
AKErs Dovuctas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) : 
In the year 1902 1,203 persons were 
injured by covered vehicles in the streets 
of London— not including the City—and 
in forty-two cases the injuries proved 
fatal. 


Covered Vehicles in London—Proposed 
y-law. 

Sir THOMAS DEWAR: I beg to ask 

the Secretary of State for the Home 





si 
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Department whether, in view of the 
number of accidents in the streets of the 
Metropolis caused by covered vehicles, he 
will consider the expediency of intro- 
ducing legislation to require the pro- 
prietors of these vehicles to have them 
so constructed as to enable the drivers 
to see passing and following traffic. 


Questions. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: 
desirability of some remedy on this 
point has long been felt by all those 
concerned in the question of street 
traffic, and an attempt is now being 
made, as no doubt the hon. Member is 
aware, by the London County Council 
to deal with the matter by a by-law 
which they have submitted for my 
approval, and which is now under con- 
sideration. Objections have been taken 
to the by-law, andi pending the result 
of this attempt it would be premature 
to enter on the consideration of legis- 
lation. 


Vivisection—Use of Anzsthetics. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) :7I1 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, if he will state the 
number of dogs which have heen sub- 
jected to experiments without anes- 
thetics at University College, London, 
from Ist April 1902 to 31st March 1903, 
by Dr. Bayliss and Professor E. H. 
Starling respectively. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY To tHE 
HOME OFFICE (Mr. Cocurang, Ayr- 
shire, N.): The answer is ‘ None.” 
Perhaps I may be permitted to correct 
an error in the answer which my right 
hon. friend gave the hon. Member on 


the 11th May as to the number of dogs | 


in the 


used for experiments 
It 


1902 at University College. 


year 
was 


stated that in seventy-seven cases ex-| 


periments were conducted in the Depart- 
ment of Pathological Chemistry without 
anesthetics. As a fact, in only four of 
these seventy-seven cases were anzs- 
thetics not used. 


Liverpool Emigrant Lodging Houses— 
Alleged Overcrowding. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Pre- 
sident of the Local Government Board 
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| whether his attention has been directed 

to a petition signed by 125 residents 
|and ratepayers of Great George Square, 
| Liverpool, complaining that out of 
thirty-four houses in the square no 
fewer than eleven are used as common 
emigrant lodging houses; is he aware 
that these houses are frequented by 
Italians, Russian Finns, Polish Jews, 
Gallicians, and Scandinavians, and are 
frequently so overcrowded as to con- 
stitute a source of danger to public 
health ; and that one house was found 
on the 25th March last to contain eighty 
six persons in excess of the licensed 
number, and another sixty-one in excess ; 
and, if so, will he consider the expediency 
of having these facts brought under the 
notice of the Commission on Alien 
Immigration and the Corporation of 
Liverpuol, by whom these houses are 
let on lease. 


Questions. 


THe PRESIDENT or tae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lona, Bristol, S.): The hon. Member 
has given me an opportunity of seeing 
this petition and I have communicated 
with the Corporation on the subject. I 
am informed that there is no foundation 
for the suggestion that certain houses 
are frequently so overcrowded as_ to 
constitute a source of danger to the 
public health, but, as I stated in reply 
to a Question by the hon. Member on 
the 14th ultimot, proceedings were taken 
by the Corporation in respect of the 
overcrowding of two houses on the 25th 
March last. I see no advantage in 
bringing this matter before the Royal 
Commission on Alien Immigration. | 
understand that evidence has already 
been given before them by the 
Liverpool Medical Officer of Health. IL 
am informed that in all cases where 
complaints are made by residents in the 
square, of emigrants’ lodging houses 
being a nuisance, the Corporation make 
inquiry, and use every endeavour to 
ensure that the premises are used in 
| accordance with the conditions of the 
lease or of any licence which may have 
| been granted by the Corporation to any 
lessee, allowing the premises to be used 
| otherwise than as a private dwelling 
| house. 





+See (4) Debates, exx i, 689. 
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Precautions against Fires in Workhouses. 

Mr. MANSFIELD: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Govern- 


ment Board, if he has received recently 
reports as to the means of extinguishing 


(Juestions. 
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| issued a precept to the Guardians for the 


payment of a rate in respect of element- 
ary education payable as to the first in- 


'stalment on 10th June, 1903, and as to 


fire, the provision of fire escapes, and the | 


general safety of the inmates in the case 
of fire in respect to the workhouses of the 
United Kingdom ; and, if so, will he state 
their nature and what steps he is taking 
upon them ; and, if not, will he take steps 
to instruct the inspectors to make such 
reports at the first opportunity. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : The Inspectors 
of my Department have received instruc- 
tions when visiting a workhouse always 
to consider the arrangements for ex- 
tinguishing fire and for the escape of the 
inmates, and to draw attention to any 
cases where the arrangements are in- 
sufficient. From time to time they re- 
port cases of this kind, and in any such 
case pressure is brought to bear on the 
Guardians with a view to steps being 
taken to secure the safety of the inmates. 


‘Passive Resistance” in Derbyshire. 


Mr. MANSFIELD: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 
3oard has his attention been drawn to 
the fact that the order of the Wirksworth, 
Derbyshire, magistrates for distraint 
upon the goods of certain persons who 


have refused to pay the education rate for | 


the county of Derby has not as yet been 


carried out, owing to the refusal] of the | 


local auctioneers to sell the goods; and, 
if so, will he state what steps he proposes 
to take in the matter; and whether he 
will now reconsider his decision not to 
advise local authorities to accept as much 
of a rate as is offered. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have seen 
some newspaper references to this subject. 
As regards the second part of the question 
I do not propose to take any action in the 
matter, and I do not think I can add any- 
thing to the answer which I gave the 
hon. Member last month. 


Education Rate Precepts. 
Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 


| Lord 


Government Board whether he is aware | 


that the Wiltshire County Council has 
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the second instalment on 10th August 
1903: and, if so, whether, seeing that the 
appointed day for the purposes of 
elementary education under The Educa- 
tion Act, 1902, is in Wiltshire lst 
October, 1903, he will state whether the 
issue of such precept payable before the 
appointed day is within the powers of the 
Wiltshire County Council. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am not 
aware of the facts of the particular case 
referred to by the hon. Member ; but, as 
regards the general question, I am 
advised that a County Council may 
legally issue a precept payable before the 
appointed day, for the purpose of meeting 
their expenses in bringing the Education 
Act, 1902, into operation. 


Glycerinated Calf Lymph for Scotland. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board, having 
regard to the fact that glycerinated calf 
lymph produced at the Board’s laboratory 
is supplied free of charge to public 
vaccinators in England, will arrangements 
be made for parochial vaccinators in 
Scotland to be provided free of charge 


with sufficient lymph to meet their 
requirements. I beg also to ask the 


Lord Advocate whether the Secretary for 
Scotland will consider the expediency of 
obtaining from the Local Government 
Board laboratory in London the lymph 
required for the use of parochial vaccina- 


' tors in Scotland. 


*THE SOLICITOR-GENERAL ror 
SCOTLAND (Mr. Scorr Dickson, 
Glasgow, Bridgton): In reply to the hon. 
Member's Questions I would refer him to 
the Lord Advocate’s answer to his Ques- 
tion of 25th March, 1903,+ in which the 
Advocate said that parochial 
vaccinators receive free, on application, 
supplies of glycerinated calf lymph from 
the Local Government Board for Scotland. 
I would add that the lymph so supplied 
is obtained from the Local Government 
Board laboratory in London. 





+ See (4) Debates, exx, 178. 
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Undenominational Day Training Colleges 
—Grants. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Board of 


Education whether provision has been | 


made in the Education Estimates for the 
year for increasing the grants on account 
of students in undenominational day 
training colleges, wherever those students 
are housed in hostels in accordance with 
the undertaking given during the debate 
on the Education Bill of last year; and, 
if so, when it is proposed by the Board 
of Education to issue regulations affecting 
the dispensation of these augmented 
grants. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHe BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir William Anson, Oxford University) : 
The answer to the first part of the 
(Juestion is in the affirmative. The Board 
cannot at present state when they will 
be able to issue the regulations referred 
to. 


Upkeep of Non-provided Schools. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Education 


whether, under the Education Act of | 


1902, the whole of the managers of any | 
non-provided school are jointly respon- 
sible for such expenditures on the up- 
keep of the fabric of the school as are 
not covered by the Local Education 
Authority ; 
funds obtained in order to meet such 
portion of the upkeep of the fabric, 


either from Government Grants under | 


the Act of 1897, from grant balances at 
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and, if so, whether any | 
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Inspection of bem ee andSMeasures — 
Ireland, 


Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, §.): [ 
‘beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that fees are charged for the 
inspection of weights and measures in 
the rural districts of Ireland; and, if so, 
will he state what is done with the<e 
fees, or whether they are paid into any, 
and, if so, what public account. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): By 
Section 19 of the Weights and Measures 

| Act, 1889, these fees are applied for the 
benefit of the Royal Irish Constabulary, 
upon whom, outside the metropolitan 
district, is placed by the Act of 1878 the 
duty of inspection. The feesare brought 
into a public account which is audited 
by the Comptroller and Auditor-General. 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.): But 

why should the police have the benctit 
| of the fees ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: They do the work. 


South Kerry Early Potato Industry 
Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 


|ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Lieutenant of Ireland what steps the 


| Congested Districts Board intend to take 


in extending the early potato industry 
in South Kerry, in view of the fact that 
potatoes have been produced in the 
Cahirciveen district in the latter end of 
May, and considerably in advance of any 
other district in Ireland. 


the appointed day, or from moneys | 


collected for the denominational share | 


of the upkeep of the fabric, will also be 


under the control of the whole of the | 


managers. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON: If the Ques- 
tion is intended to ascertain whether 


the whole of the managers of any non- | 


provided school are personally liable for | 
the expenditure referred to, the Board | 
are advised that no manager is person- | 
ally liable unless he chooses to make} 
himself so by becoming a party to a, 
contract. Money which comes into the | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The cultivation of 
early potatoes in this and other districts 
_has been promoted by the Congested 
| Districts Board and the Department of 
_ Agriculture. The experiment is being 
closely watched by both Departments. 
When the potatoes have been placed on 
the market, the two Departments will 
consider what further steps should be 
taken. 


Irish Land Purchase Acts. 


Mr. MANSFIELD: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 


hands of the managers for the upkeep | of Ireland is he aware that landed pro- 


of the fabric will be under the control of 
the whole of the managers. 


prietors and tradesmen, have purchased 
| land under the Irish Land Purchase 
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Acts ; and, if so, can he state to what | 
extent such purchases have been made ; 
and whether, under the Land Bill now 
before Parliament, provision will be made 
to prevent persons who do not them- 
selves cultivate land, or require land for 
their own use, taking advantage of its 
provisions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Advances under 
the Land Purchase Acts can only be 
made to tenants holding land under a 
contract of tenancy. When the advance 
has been made, the proprietor becomes 
subject to the provisions of Section 30 | 
of the Land Law Act, 1881, which pro- 
hibits the sub-division or letting of the 
holding while subject to the annuity, 
without the consent of the Land Com- 
mission. This provision is being further 
developed by Clause 49 of the present 
Land Bill. 


Irish Town Park Tenants. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that there is a 
number of cases where tenants of town 
parks, as defined by the Land Law 
(Ireland) Acts, 1870, 1881, surrendered 
these holdings on the ground that the 
rent was too high, and that they are 
now in the occupation of the landlords ; 
and, if so, will he insert a clause in the 
Irish Land Bill, giving these tenants 
the right to purchase same at a price to 
be fixed by the Land Commission. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. I have 
no knowledge of cases of the kind 
mentioned. Such holdings, however, 
would not come within the scope of the 
Land Purchase Acts. I cannot give the 
undertaking suggested at the end of the 
Question. 


Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh, M.P.—Prison 
Treatment. 

Mr. WILLIAM M‘KILLOP (Sligo, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can now communicate to the House the 
result of his inquiries into the prison 
treatment of the hon. Member for North 
Leitrim. 


Mr. WYNDUHAM: The hon. Member 
in question has been granted by the 
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' mittee to grant. 
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visiting committee of Sligo Prison 
all the rights and _ privileges to 


which he is entitled as a mis- 
demeanant of the first division, and 
which it was in the power of the com- 
These privileges will 
be found enumerated in Parliamentary 
Papers Nos. 129 and 189 of 1902. In 
addition he has been allowed, on the 
recommendation of the medical officer, 
the use of tobacco and two hours’ extra 
exercise daily. He has also been trans- 
ferred to a well-lighted room in the 
hospital wing of the prison, and 
permitted the use of gas until ten o'clock 
nightly. 


Mr. DELANY: Is it not a fact 


\that these privileges were at first 


refused 3 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It would not be 
accurate to say that Mr. M‘Hugh was 
first put in an ill-lighted cell and has 
since been placed in a_ well-lighted 
room. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): What will be the term of his 


imprisonment ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: As the hon. Mem- 
ber is aware, that rests entirely with the 


Judge who committed him. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
It is in fact unlimited. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman communicate with 
the Judge— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the Question on the 
Paper. 


Sale of aces: | wee to Children 
lil. 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : | 
beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if his attention has been called 
to an appeal under the Intoxicating 
Liquors (Sale to Children) Act, in which 
the Lord Chief Justice said that the 
whole spirit of the Act was frustrated 
by the omission of a provision for 
punishing a subordinate who violated 
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the Act without his employer's know- 
ledge; and whether, in view of the 
approval of the Act manifested on its 
Second and Third Readings, he will, 
this session, introduce, or give facilities 
for, a short Act toamend this omission. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): I can make 
no promise of legislation this session. I 
understand, however, that the judgment 
of the Lord Chief Justice raises a very 
important question, and the matter is 
being fully considered by the Secretary 
of State. 


Denunciation of the German Commercial 


Sirk WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): On behalf of the hon. Member 
for Tower Hamlets, Poplar Division, I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he will lay upon the Table the 
correspondence that took place with the 
German Government in reference to the 
denunciation of the Commercial Treaty 
of 1865, and any further correspondence 
with the German Government that en- 
sued in reference to the grant by Canada 
of preferential duties to British goods. 
I may explain that as the first part of the 
Question was answered yesterday, I now 
wish merely to press the latter portion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The further 
correspondence with the German Govern- 
ment with reference to the refusal to 
grant the most-favoured-nation treatment 
to Canada is not yet complete, and for 
that reason it cannot be laid on the 
Table of the House at the present time. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER: 
laid when complete ? 


Will it be 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Ishould like to 
have that Question put again when the 
proper time comes. I cannot imagine 
that when it is complete there will be any 
difficulty. 


Sale of Adulterated Butter Bill. 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY : I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury if he will 
state when it is proposed to take the 
Committee stage of the Sale of Adulter- 
ated Butter Bill. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This Bill is 
waiting the Grand Committee stage, and 
I have no power to determine the order 
of business before Grand Committees. 
That is entirely left to the Grand Com 
mittees themselves. 


Imperial Fiscal Policy. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I wish to ask the 
Prime Minister a Question, of which I 
have given him private notice, with 
reference to the telegraphic message 
which is published in this morning's 
newspapers and which appears to have 
been received by a public office on the 
6th inst. from the Governor of New 
South Wales. With reference to that 
message I would ask whether the view 
therein expressed of the intentions of 
his Majesty’s Government with regard 
to preferential duties and_ retaliatory 
tariffs is accurate. Perhaps | may make 
my question more. explicit by saying 
that the message refers to a certain 
declaration, and expresses great satis- 
faction at the declaration of the British 
Government of certain intentions. [Cries 
of ‘‘ Read it.”] When and where and by 
whom were these declarations made ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As I under” 
stand the right hon. Gentleman, the 
Question does not refer, and indeed, 
can hardly refer, to the whole of the 
message which is published in the news- 
papers. I presume it refers to this 
paragraph— 

* Also realising that what is Canada’s tura 
to-day may be Australia’s to-morrow, they 
express great satisfaction at the declaration |vy 
the British Government that every self-govern- 
ing colony shall be secured in the free exercise 
of its right to enter into closer trade relations 
with the mother country.” 


That, I understand, is the paragraph to 
which the right hon. Gentleman calls 
my special attention. I do not know 
what declaration the Governor of New 
South Wales referred to in this state- 
ment; but I have to say on behalf of 
the Government that we certainly could 
not look with indifference on any 
attempt to penalise a British colony in 
the exercise of its right to enter into 
specially favourable commercial relations 
with the mother country. 
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*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean :) Can the right hon. 
Gentleman tell us what the Governor of 
New South Wales has to do with this 
matter, having regard to the fact that 
it concerns the Commonwealth of 


Australia ? 


Mr. LOUGH : What is referred to in 
that declaration ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is pre- 
cisely what I informed the House I 
cannot say. Perhaps the right hon. 
Baronet will address any Question on the 


subject to the Colonial Secretary, as being | 


more competent to answer it. 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE: Then I will | 


ask the Secretary for the Colonies 
whether it is not the constitutional fact 
that these matters depend on the 
Commonwealth and not on the six 


colonies ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: That is 
perfectly true, but I do not see how 
that interferes with the expression of 
opinion on the subject by any Govern- 
ment of any of the self - governing 
colonies in Australia. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


—_—_ 


Mr.GIBSON BOWLES( Lynn Regis): 
Will the right hon. Gentleman under- 
take to give due notice when the Sugar 
Convention Bill is to be brought in ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot fix a 
day for the Bill, but [think the request 
of the hon. Member for notice is a 
reasonable one, and! will endeavour to 
give due notice before it is taken. 


Dr. FARQU HARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): Is it proposed to take the Employ- 
ment of Children Bill to-morrow ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. I 
stated last night, probably after the hon. 
Member had left the House, that the 
Finance Bill would betakenon Friday, and 
I would not take the Employment of 
Children Bill if the discussion on the 
Budget Bill should terminate before the 
natural close of the sitting. 
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NEW BILL. 
GUINEA POSTAL ORDERS BILL. 


“To enable the Postmaster General to 
issue Postal Orders of the value oi 





twenty-one shillings,” presented by Mr. 
|Henniker Heaton; supported by Mr. 
| John Redmond, Mr. Henry Norman, 
| Mr. Paulton, Sir John Blundell Mapie, 
| Mr. Evelyn Cecil, and Sir Thomas Dewar ; 
to be read a second time upon Tuesday 
next, and to be printed. {| Bill 242.] 





| cilia 


SUPPLY [12TH ALLoTTeD Day}. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. J. W. LowtHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903—04. 


Cuass IL. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £136,907, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1904, for the salaries and ex- 
penses of the Local Government Board.” 





| *sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 


| Ilkeston) pointed out that a Vote 


of this magnitude necessarily ranged 
over a wide geld of subjects, 
covering as it did the adminis- 
tration of the law relating to 
public health and the relief of the poor. 
He wished in the first instance to draw 
attention to one point which was ex- 








citing a certain amount of disquiet in 
the public mind. During last session a 
Bill was passed relating to cremation, 
and legalising that process of disposing 
of the dead. That Bill had caused the 
publicio consider more caretully than 
hitherto the dangers which prevailed in 
connection with the present methods of 
administering the laws relating to the 
registration of deaths and the opportu- 
nities thereby offered for the commission 
of crime. Not long since there was a 
murder trial in which it wag shown that 
a man had been able to poison three 
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women, and might have even then 
escaped detection had not the friends of 
the third victim determined that there 
should be more investigation than 
usually takes place in such cases. ‘The 
learned judge, in summing up the case, 
pointed out that if the bodies had been cre- 
mated the opportunity would have been 
lost of bringing the criminal to justice. 
In saying that, however, the learned 
judge forgot to mention that nobody 
was ever cremated in this country 
without tenfold more precautions being 
tuken than were now taken in ordinary 
cases of death. So loose was the law 
and its administration in connection 
with ordinary burials, tnat there was 
abundant evidence that crime constantly 
escaped detection, and the meshes were 
drawn so loosely that criminals were 
easily able to carry on their iniquitous 
practices. There were cases brought 
before the Select Committee of 1893 in 
which in one case eleven, and in another 
twenty, murders were perpetrated by 
persons who, under the present loose 
system of death certification, were able 
to escape detection, it only being 
towards the end of a long series of 
crimes that it was possible to bring 
them to justice. Surely such a system 
of administration deserved some con- 
sideration at the hands of Parliament. 
I have thought it my duty to call 
the attention of the right hon. Gentle- 
man to this matter, and to ask him 
some questions which will enable him 
to give us some information as to the 
steps he proposes to take, with a view 
to improving the administration of the 
law in this respect. 
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Every person who dies in this country 
has to be buried under a system of death 
certification laid down in the law of 
1874, and in the previous Act of 1836. 
The Departmental Committee of last 
year which sat to consider the question 
of the disposal of bodies by cremation, 
in the course of their report stated 
that in some cases it had been found 
that the bodies of murdered persons 
had been buried without any certification 
of the cause of death, and that in 
other and more numerous cases certifi- 
cates were given without sufficient 
inquiry, sometimes by medical men who 
had not seen the dead persons in their 
last illnesses or even after death. That 
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Departmental Committee, which only re- 
ported this year, gave, as the resultof their 
investigations, statements calculated to 
create a great amount of public 
disquietude and apprehension as to the 
proper detection of crime. He wished 
the right hon. Gentleman and the 
Committee to take particular note of 
the criticims of that Committee, which 
were made with a view to making if 
possi blethead ministration of the law more 
stringent. As the law now existed 
people might be buried without any 
certificate whatever, these being called 
uncertified deaths. He thought he 
might congratulate: the right hon 
Gentleman that, during the last few 
years, the number of these deaths 
had been diminishing. On looking at 
the statistics in regard to the number 
of persons buried without any evidence 
being forthcoming as to the cause of 
death —- a thing which ought not to 
occur in any civilised community—he 
found that the percentage in the five 
years ending 1882, was 4°36; in the 
following five years it had fallen to 34 
per cent, in the succeeding quinquennial 
period it had gone down to 2°8 per 
cent., while in the five years ending 
1897, when the question was receiving 
attention at the hands of a Select Com- 
mittee, the percentage was 2°32. Finally, 
in 1898-99, it was just under 2 per cent., 
and he believed that this satisfactory 
state of affairs was due to a stronger 
administration of the law. The 
Registrar - General, in one of his 
Reports, had pointed out that in some 
cases as much as 15 and even 18 per 
cent. of the deaths in certain districts 
were uncertified. This was a really 
scandalous condition of things. In 
1893, when it was examining into that 
question, the Select Committee found 
the astounding fact that while only 
3 per cent. of the deaths were un- 
certified in Glasgow, no less than 42 
per cent. were uncertified in Inverness- 


shire, thus showing the enormous 
possibilities for the occurrence of 
crime in some of the less densely 


populated districts of the Highlands 
and Islands of Scotland. The Select 
Committee at that time said they were 
forced to the conclusion that vastly 
more deaths occurred annually from 
foul play and criminal neglect than the 


law recognised, That was a statement 
Z 
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which, in his opinion, ought to exercise 
the public mind, and to lead to some 
definite improvement in the administra- 
tion of the law. The Committee also 
made a remark which he thought every 
one should take to heart. It was as 
to the proper basis for bringing about 
a better administration in connection 
with this matter. They said it should 
be made impossible for any person to 
disappear from his place in the community 
without satisfactory evidence being 
obtained of the cause of his disappear- 
ance. That was almost a truism as 
regarded the safeguarding of human 
life in a civilised community. So loosely, 
however, was the law administered that 
in 1893 a distinguished medical witness 
asserted that he saw no difficulty for 
anybody to perpetrate a ciime, to get 
the whole matter certified, and registered, 
and the body buried, without anybody 
detecting it. That was a deliberate state- 
ment made before a Select Committee of 
this House ten years ago, and it was an 
unfortunate fact that since then the 
administration of the law had not been 
improved to any great extent. 


With reference to these uncertified 
deaths, they were certified on the in- 
formation of a person who was called a 
“ qualified informant.” What occurred 
was this. A person died without being 
medically attended, and someone repre- 
senting him went tothe registrar and 
made a statement as to the death. The 
statement might be fictitious or fraudu- 
ent, but, on that statement, and after, 
probably, a comparatively cursoryinquiry 
by the registrar, who was not in all 
cases a fit person to undertake such 
duties, a certificate was granted and the 
body got rid of. The other day not 
very far from that House an extra- 
ordinary incident occurred. A medical 
man was called upon, I am informed, for 
a death certificate for a patient whom 
he had seen a little time previously. 
The doctor was a little more suspicious 
than some doctors are. Possibly he was 
a better reader of human nature than 
many. He doubted the statement as 
to the death, and went across to the 
house in which the supposed corpse was 
lying. He was shown the bed gear, but 
found that it only covered a dummy. 
Had it not been for the suspicions 
entertained by that doetor the man 


Sir Walter Foster. 
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would probably have drawn hi: in- 
surance money and have had a jolly 
time for himself. Seeing that such 
a thing was possible in the present 
state of the law, did it not point to the 
necessity for a stricter administration 
with a view to preventing such occur- 
rences? It was also a fact in connection 
with the insurance of infant life that an 
appalling state of affairs existed in some 
populous centres, and the Select Com- 
mittee discovered that numbers of chil 
dren, insured for various sums, were, by 
neglect, sometimes criminal, and by 
actual crimes, got rid of and the insur- 
ance money drawn from the companies. 
Now, they wanted an administration 
so exact, so strict, and so thorough 
that these things should be rendered 
impossible in the interests of the corn- 
munity. 

So much for the ordinary uncertified 
deaths. There were a certain number 
of bodies which were buried after 
inquiries held by the coroner. Un- 
fortunately these inquiries were not 
made by the coroner himself in the 
form of an inquest; very often they 
were made by the coroner's officer, who 
was not always a competent person to 
find out whether a person had come to 
his or her death by fair or foul means. 
These inquiries, therefore, were not alto- 
gether satisfactory. Even coroners 
juries’ verdicts were in some cases ex- 
tremely unsatisfactory. A Committee of 
that House which sat a year or two ago 
—the Water-Gas Committee—especially 
drew attention to this matter by observ- 
ing, in their Report, that they were so 
much impressed with the insufficiency 
and untrustworthiness of the statistics 
relating to particular causes of mortality, 
which could be gathered from the 
returns of the verdicts of coroners juries, 
that they ventured to strongly recom- 
mend that some steps should be taken to 
secure that those verdicts should lend 
themselves more readily to clear 
classification by the Registrar-General. 
They went on to recommend further 
that where the coroner was in possession 
of a medical certificate, or where medical 
evidence was taken at the inquest, a 
copy of the certificate or an abstract of 
the evidence should be appended to the 
coroner's certificate when it was sent to 
the Registrar-General. He thought if 
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the right hon. Gentleman would express 
a desire that this should be done by the 
coroners throughout thecountry it would 
render the statistics of mortality much 
More accurate, and be useful in causing 
a more careful investigation into many 
of the uncertified deaths. An illustration 
was given to the Gommittee, by an 
official from Somerset House, of the 
unsatisfactory nature of these verdicts. 
An inquest had been held on the body 
of a child three months old, found dead, 
and the verdict was that there was no 
evidence to show that this child was 
born alive. When they had a verdict 
like that sent up as a deliberate expres- 
sion of opin‘on as to the death of a child 
three months old, they could easily 
understand what remarkably little value 
attached to those verdicts in connection 
with the preparation of vital statistics. 
He thought he had said enough to show 
that, in connection with these uncertified 
deaths, there was great opportunity for 
crime, because no sufficient care was taken 
to examine into the condition and cireum- 
stances under which people had died. 
Some municipalities had taken up this 
matter and arranged that where there 
was no evidence how a person came to 
die there should be a local investigation. 
In Manchester when a person died and 
the death was not properly certified, the 
local officer of health employed one of 
the sanitary inspectors or visitors, to go 
round the locality and inquire into the 
circumstances under which the person 
died. It was an inquiry simply carried 


out by the local authority in the way of | 


administration. It was an inquiry which 
led to the detection of fraud and some- 


times to the detection of crime. In| 


Glasgow and Edinburgh the municipalities 
adopted a similar method. The local 
medical officer of health reported these 
cases to the Procurator-Fiscal, and he 
held what was equivalent to an inquest in 
England, or granted a certificate for 
burial on the application of the medical 
officer of health. He thought the right 
hon. Gentleman might well encourage 
that system, and especially in the more 
populous centres. 


Another matter which he wished to 
press on the attention of the Committee 
was that a large number of deaths 
were certified, but they were called un- 
certified because they were notified by 
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illegal practitioners of medicine. Those 
persons often gave their certificates on 
their own forms and not on the pre- 
scribed forms. Although these certifi- 
cates were not regarded as certifying 
the cause of death, they were regarded 
as information on which burial was 
allowed to take place. Consequently by 
this practice they had the door open 
widely to what might lead to the com 
mission of crime. It also afforded an 
opportunity for the spread of disease and 
injury to the public health, which, in 
some instances, became serious. In the 
county of Durham cases of infectious 
disease had ended in death and had not 
been notified, and, not being notified, the 
disease was liable to spread through the 
districts and cause epidemics to oceur. 
The County Council of Durham called the 
attention ef the Registrar-General to the 
fact, in the interest of public health, and 
the Registrar-General decided that such 
certificates should in future be referred to 
the coroner for inquiry, in order to check 
the loose method of administration. Un 
fortunately a few months afterwards— 
probably without the cognisance of the 
President of the Local Government 
Board—the Registrar-General withdrew 
that salutary arrangement and allowed 
the old system to go on of permitting 
burial on the certificates of those un- 
qualified practitioners. The same danger 
to public health was now going on in the 
districts. He thought the right hon. 
Gentleman might encourage registrars to 
go back to the more wholesome system, 
/and so prevent uncertified deaths from 
being a danger to the community. 
| Medical practitioners moreover often 
gave certificates of death in a very loose 
fashion. Deaths were sometimes certified 
by medical men who had not seen the 
patient in his last illness ; and sometimes 
months after the patient had been seen 
by thedoctor. One striking instance was 
| narrated to him when Chairman of the 
Select Committee that inquired into 
this matter. A gentleman, who was 
| known by his family and his doctor to 
be suffering from heart disease, died in 
| London. The doctor, at the request of 
| the family, was willing to grant a certifi 
| cate that the gentleman died from heart 
| disease. On examination a wound caused 
| by a pistol shot over the region of the 
heart was found. The gentleman had 


|died from suicide. That case opened 
Z 2 
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up a whole vista which showed a way 
in which people with chronic disease 
might be got rid of, sometimes by 
their own action, and sometimes by 
the criminal action of others. Such 
things ought not to be possible. 
There ought to be something done in 
the way of stricter administration of 
the law to prevent such occurences, If 
medical practitioners granted  certifi- 
cates without having seen the patients 
for weeks or months before death, then 
the possibilities of crime were absolutely 
appalling. He asked the right hon. 
Gentleman to turn his attention to this 
matter, and to endeavour to bring about 
a better administration of the law. An 
alteration of the law might be required 
to remedy this state of matters, but he 
could not help thinking that something 
more might bedone than at present to 
make the administration of the law 
more strict, and to guard the public 
against the commission of crime. He 
asked the right hon. Gentleman whether 
the registrars throughout the country 
had been warned to accept certificates 
only on the prescribed forms, and so 
check the acceptance of loose forms of 
certificates that were often sent to 
notify death; whether any steps had 
been taken to induce registrars to refer 
uncertified deaths to coroners with the 
view of preventing the spread of disease 
and the commission of crime; and 
whether any steps had been taken to 
carry into effect the recommendation 
of the Water-Gas Committee. He further 
asked what steps the right hon. Gentle- 
man or the Department had taken to 
encourage local authorities to carry out 
local inquiries into the cause of death in 
all uncertified cases within the area of 
their jurisdiction as was done in Man- 
chester, Glasgow, and Edinburgh. He 
believed that if some such steps were 
taken they should guard against, not 
only danger to the public health, but 
also opportunity for the commission of 
crime. 
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Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) said the hon. Member for the 
Ilkeston Division had introduced his 
observations by proposing to reduce the 
salary of the President of the Local 
Government Board. He would like to 
see the right hon. Gentleman very much 
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better paid instead of having his salary 
reduced. They would all agree that that 
Department was overworked and under- 
paid. He failed to understand why the 
Board of Trade and the Local Govern- 
ment Board should be placed on a 
different pecuniary basis to the Home 
Office and other Departments where 
the work was less hard. Since the 
introduction of the County Councils the 
work of the Local Government Board 
had very largely increased, whilst it is 
known that the work of the Home 
Office had diminished year by year. A 
Parliamentary inquiry was wanted into 
the status and emoluments of the 
different officers. It wasa curious thing 
that the clerks of the Local Government 
Board and the Board of Trade were paid 
a less salary than the clerks of the 
Home Office and other Departments, 
who were said to belong to a higher 
grade. In answer to questions asked 
on several occasions, they had been told 
that higher qualifications were required 
for the Home Office than for the Local 
Government Board and the Board of 
Trade. He would have thought that 
the case was exactly opposite. They all 
appreciated the highly scientific inves- 
tigations that were carried on by the 
Local Government Board, and which 
showed that the qualifications, of its 
ofticials were higher rather than lower 
than those of the Home Office. where 
the work was that of the ordinary jog- 
trot routine. He had always been 
an advocate for the appointment of a 
Minister of Public Health. It would be 
an excellent arrangement to have a 
Minister to take charge of difficult and 
delicate questions relating to public 
health, which were now discharged by the 
Local Government Board. That Depart- 
ment was under-stafted, and there should 
be established a bureau for collecting 
information for which a medical man 
or sanitary officer could apply, and for 
establishing public laboratories for 
scientific and hygienic work. They had 
heard a great deal about infected bed- 
ding. The Minister for War was asked 
the other day to carry out a scientific 
investigation into the question of 
blankets, but they were told that no 
investigation could take place until the 
Officer Commanding in South Africa had 
sent in his report. Was it not possible, 
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he asked, to have an investigation before 
the means of carrying it to a successful 
conclusion had been removed? There 
was no real evidence that the boys in the 
training ship were infected by these 
blankets. There was a school who alleged 
that such diseases were borne by the air, 
and he thought it would be of very 
great importance if the right hon. 
Gentleman, in combination with the 
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morals or the education of these poor 
children, but he was entitled to speak of 
the medical conditions under which they 
were brought up and of the unsatisfac- 
tory nature of the physical training 
which they received in these establish- 
ments. The system of segregating 
children in large masses, in barrack 
schools could not be good for them. 
They could not stamp out many of the 





blood diseases from such prisons—for 
they were far more like prisons than 
hospitals or schools. Then they were 
managed with hard officialism ; and it 
‘took a very  strong-minded, highly- 
educated man to stand up against such 
management It would be much better 
to break up these schools altogether and 


Minister for War, were to investigate the 
matter. A unique opportunity was now 
afforded of finding out what were the 
real facts of the case. 

He was glad that his hon. friend had 
brought forward the question of registra- 
tion of deaths. He had sat on a Commitee 
on the question, of which his hon. friend ] ; , 
was chairman. That Committee gave in | put the children into little homes where 
a Report, which was entirely conclusive, they should have something like the care 
that some legislation was necessary. | of a father or a mother, and+ have 
Ten years ago 5,000 people died without | their health, morals, and education im- 
any registration; and at the present | proved all round. The present system 
moment a large amountof crime was going | W48, at all events, bad physically for the 





on undetected by the law, in consequence | children. 
of the loose and insufficient method of | 
death registration. Moreover, poisoning; Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.) said 


was now carried on by a much more|that this question had been brought 
— —e than poise Pag days|so often before the Committee that 
with arsenic. If any scientific person | jt seemed to bea well-worn topic; but 
he to lay a to — poser was so important as to justify their 
a fine art—by the use of these terrible | bringing it again to the attention of 
alkaloids which came from decomposing the Local Government Board. It was 
So snd other foe feral, Feu /s fot that there rere in Ragand snd 
j n y shecked | Wales 50, children under sixteen 

a _ ~ é law, would eure | years of age who were under the control 
e pressed on the Government to take | of the boards of guardians. That con- 
up this question before long and intro-| stituted a problem in itself of very 
sae ava pe oni a ep Bill. | considerable magnitude. This sum-total 
e should like to see the French system | of 50,000 might well be reduced if the 
introduced into this country, by which a | guardians were from time to time to 
scientific man, detached from ordinary | adopt the policy, carried out by some 
practice, should be appointed to every | boards. of closely examining the circum- 
registration district, whose sole duty | stances of each child for which they were 
would be to attend all cases and see that responsible. He believed that the result 
all the evidence was complete so as to| would be a very startling reduction in 
enable him to certify that death was due|the number of the children with which 
to natural causes. >? @| they would require to deal. He referred 
in-}to the experience of the Whitechapel 


He had always taken an 
terest in the poor children under Union. An exhaustive examination was 
the Local Government Board—their | made there in collaboration with the 


education, morals,and health. He must | Charity Organisation Society, with the 
confess that while certain benefits had | result that thirty-five out of seventy-six 
been introduced by recent legislation, and | children were discharged to the care of 
a great deal had been done by the Local | parents and relatives. The Lambeth 
Government Board to improve matters, | Guardians on one occasion were able to 
the state of things was still not highly | discharge eleven out of fifty-three 
satisfactory. He would not speak of the children in six months; the Edmonton 
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Board got rid of eleven; 
Norwich Board seventy-four ; 
a fortnight ago the 
Board of Guardians 
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and 
and only | 


many children whose parents 
residing in the town. 


Local Government Board would do well 


to call upon all boards of guardians to | 


have a more frequent call-over of the | 
He | 


children depending upon them. 
agreed with the hon. Member opposite 
as to the evil results which followed 
from the segregation of children 
these large barrack schools; and it was 
a matter of regret that the tendency 
towards institutionalism 


Local Government Board. He knew 


the difficulties which the Local Govern- | 


ment Board had in dealing with the. 
| Holiday Fund said that they commenced 


plans and projects of what he supposed 


would be termed popularly-elected 
bodies; but he thought that the 
Local Government Board could do a 


great deal more than it did by Pro- 
visional Order with regard to the 
disposal of those children. Certainly it 


was remarkable that out of the 50,000 | 
take the supervision of the children. 


children of whom he had spoken, up to 
the present only about 
boarded out. Every hon. 
would recognise that the boarding-out 
of those children, if wisely and thought- 
fully carried out, was an ideal method 
ot disposing of them. 


economical method, but it was the best 
for the children morally and physically, 
and would relieve them in their after 
career, as far as possible, ‘rom that 
taint of pauperism which was so paintul 
to think of in connection with a young 
and opening life. 

The Local Government Board might do 
more than it had done in encouraging the 
system of boarding out. He thought that 
the difficulties which had been alleged 
against the extension of the system were 
theoretical rather than practical. Cer- 
tainly, one had only to apply to the 
institutions which boarded out their 
children to find that, by taking a little 
care and a little trouble, they had no 
difficulty in finding suitable foster 
parents. The secretary to the Home 
for Waifs and Strays stated that the 
boarding-out, system, 


Mr. Flower. 


{COMMONS} 
the | 


found, on close 
investigation, that they were maintaining | 
were | 
He thought the | 
'from the Society's lady inspectors, one 


in | 
'a trade in one of the special industrial 
homes of the Society, the foster mothers 
was still re-| 


ceiving some favour and support from the | 
| therefore, not only got a real home, 


8,500 were | 
Member | 


It was not only | 
that it was far and away the most. 


/a very economical system 


in his opinion, | 
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was one of the best possible methods for 
providing homes for young children. 
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Gloucester | He added that his Society had always 


adopted that plan, during its existence 
of twenty-two years, for all young 
children under the age of seven, and 
that the reports received every fortnight 


being a qualified doctor, showedthat, with 
very few exceptions, the 700 children 
boarded out were thoroughly well 
treated and cared for by their foster 
mothers. It frequently happened that 
when children were old enough to learn 


preferred to adopt them entirely rather 
than part with them. ‘The children, 


but, oftentimes, also a mother’s affection. 
The secretary of the Children’s Country 


with sending nineteen children for a 
month into the country; now they 
sent 35,000 every year. ‘The experiment 
was attended with the greatest success, 
and the secretary was of opinion that 
no difficulty need be found in obtaining 
visitors in the country willing to under- 


The inspectors who visited the villages 
during August found very little to 
complain of in the treatment of the 
children, the villagers displaying extra- 
ordinary kindness and generosity towards 
their London guests ; and the Fund had 
a considerable number of applications 
from persons who were willing to adopt 
children permanently. He would appeal 
to his right hon. friend to do what he 
could to extend the system of boarding 
out. If projects from boards of 
guardians for the erection of large 
buildings for schools for children were 
sanctioned by the Local Government 
Board, a considerable expenditure of 
money would inevitably be in- 
curred, and a step would be taken 
which it would be very difficult 
indeed to retrace. He described the 
system as an ideal system ; and he would 
remind the Committee that it was also 
The contrast 
between the various average amounts ex- 
pended per child per annum under the 


| different methods was really quite remark- 


able. The average annual minimum 
charge per child per annum in a barrack 
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school was from £28 to £30. In one | 
large school of 640 children the average | 
cost was £34 per annum, and in another | 
school of 350 children the annual cost | 
was £40. That in itself was a strong | 
argument in favour of boarding-out. 
He would appeal to his right hon. friend | 
to extend the power of boarding out 
beyond London so that children adopted 
under the 1899 Act could be dealt with | 
in that way. 


Another method of dealing with 
children—the method of scattered homes 
—had also a considerable measure of 
success. In the city of Bradford, which 
he himself represented, that system was 
in force, with highly satisfactory results. 


The plain fact of the matter was that the | 


best way of dealing with those children 
was to endeavour to bring them as much 
as possible within the ordinary child life 
of the locality in which they were placed. 
Many guardians already did that; and 
he knew of no instance where the experi- 
ment was ever regretted. The Stepney 
Board of Guardians sent their children 
from Stepney Workhouse to a Board 
school in the Tower Hamlets. That cer- 
tainly was better than a barrack school ; 
but he did not regard it as an entirely 
satisfactory solution the children 
returned every evening to the workhouse. 
They were treated with kindness and 


as 


consideration, but he did not want to have | 


children in a workhouse at all. It 
seemed to him that those institutions 
‘vere admirable for abnormal children, 
but altogether undesirable for normal 
children. The ordinary child was much 
better dealt with by some such separate 
method as he had suggested, either by 
boarding out or in a scattered home ; 
but for children who were mentally or 
physically deficient, institutional life was 
almost inevitable. He wished he could 
think that there had been more progress 
in the matter; but he was sorry to say 
that that was not the case. During the 
last five years no less a sum than £48,000 
had been spent in adding to the existing 
Metropolitan Poor Law schools. The 
Local Government Board had sanctioned, 
on a large scale, schemes which were a 
more or less modified form of institu- 
tionalism. The Woolwich Board of, 
Guardians, with 350 children, had built a 
village community at a cost of £77,000 
for building alone ; the Greenwich Board 
of Guardians, with 600 children to pro- | 
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|and withdrew the certificate. 
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vide for, had laid the foundation of a 
village community which was to cost 
about £150,000; the Stepney Board of 
Guardians, with 300 children to provide 
for, was building an institution at a cost 
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‘of about £40,000. The evils of such an 


aggregation of children had been pointed 
out with great force by his hon. friend the 
Memberfor Aberdeenshire, who had spoker. 
with great knowledge of medical matters 


/on the subject. Unfortunately, from time 


to time one heard of the outbreak of 
easily preventable disease, but not easily 
preventable if a large number of children 
were aggregated together. During the 
past twelve months in those schools for 
only thirteen weeks were they free of 
illness. The same story ran through the 
whole of the schools. He drew attention 
to the condition of things at the Holly- 
mount School, Tottington, Lancashire. 
Out of 200 children, only eighty-three were 
free from disease. No condition of things 
could be more painful, and all these 
diseases were such as spring from want 
of cleanliness and proper nourishment. 
The diet was— 


‘“‘ Breakfast—tea without milk, and lread 


| and butter. Dinner ; potatoes mashed with the 


water they were hoile : in—on one day peas and 
pea water, and on another day rice and rice 
water.” 

It would be seen there was neither milk 
:or meat in the dietary. For tea and 
supper, weak tea without milk, and bread 
and butter. Such a diet was not sutticient, 
and a board of guardians which handed 


, over its children to such an institution 


should be blamed, and some censure 
should be passed upon the inspector of 
the Local Government Board who passed 
such a dietary. As a result of the 
inquiry that was instituted the President 
of the Local Government Board declined 
to certify further Hollymount School, 
Some 
changes had taken place in the manage- 
ment of the school, and it had now been 
recertified. So far as this school was 
concerned it had now been placed ona 
proper basis, but what a reflection it was 


‘for the Committee that this school should 


have been carried on for so many years 
before the full facts came to light. He 
concluded with an earnest appeal that his 
right hon. friend would do what he 
could to extend the system of dealing 


with these children by. means of board- 


ing-houses and scattered homes. It 
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would be hard, no doubt, for the Local 


Government Board to withstand the’ 
demand of boards of guardians and. 


to reject their proposals, but much 
could be done by advice and sympa- 
thetic encouragement to those’ work- 
ing in the direction of reforms. 


*Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) said he 
had listened with considerable interest to 
the two ;revious speakers, and his mind 
had been carried back to the practical 
application of the systems of the sug- 
gestions made. He had seen the system 
alluced to at work, and he compli- 
mented the Local Government Board 
on the enormous improvement. which 
had take place in the conduct of these 
schools in the last ten years. The hon. 
Member for Bradford had quoted several 
authorities who had successfully boarded 
out, but the Waifs and Strays Society 
would have nothing to do with either 
Poor Law officials or Poor Law children, 
nor would the Country Holiday Society. 
When dealing with Poor Law children a 
totally different condition arose. Twelve 
years ago there was no warmer advocate 
for the settlement of the whole difficulty 
by the system of boarding out than he. 
It was an ideal system in theory but its 
success by practical application had yet 
to be proved. They were limited as to 
the class of children who could be boarded 
out. They were only allowed to board 
out orphan and deserted children ; that 
limited the number to begin with; they 
were also limited to the number of homes. 
Many applications were made by old 
people to be allowed to adopt children on 
charitable grounds, but when inquiries 
were made as to the incomes of these 
people the guardians generally discovered 
the charitable reason which actuated them 
to beard these children. He knew one 
case where a widow boarded four children, 
which was two more than she ought to 
have done according to the law, for which 
she had 16s. a week. She lived in a dis- 
trict where the labourers’ wages were 11s. 
and she went about like a duchess 
in the district. In another case which 
he personally investigated, he wanted to 
see the child, and asked how the boy was 
getting on, and he was told, “Oh, all right; 
but he is growing so big and eats such 
alot. Could not you take him away and 
send mea smaller boy ?” 


Mr. Flower. 


The boarded- | 
out children, so far from losing the pauper ' 
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|taint, were known frequently more 


by the name of the union from 
which they came than by their own 
names; in fact “boarding-out” was 
the staple industry of the village. 
Instead of being merged into the village 
life, the boys were frequently sent into 
the Navy or the Army. When boarding- 
out was good there was nothing better, 
but the difficulty was to find suitable 
homes, and then only a special class could 
be dealt with. 


Then as to scattered homes. Shettield 
was the Meccaof Poor Law administration, 
and it was there the scattered home system 
was really started. The children in the 
homes were said to be so contented and so 
lovingly looked after that they really did 
not know they were Poor Law chil- 
dren at all. He did not believe it. 
A child had only one mother; every 
thing else was asubstitute. A “scattered 
home” with fourteen children under 
one woman was nothing like a working 
man’s home; it was a little workhouse, 
and not a homeat all. As these children 
were playing with others in the school- 
ground, he was challenged to pick out 
those from the home, but as they marched 
past he placed his hand on the shoulder 
of every one. How did he do it? It 
was Friday afternoon. The boy with 
the dirty collar or the boots with untidy 
or broken laces was going home to his 
mother; the boy with the spotless collar 
and carefully cleaned boots was going 
back to the institution. He went to the 
home and asked whether the boys ever 
played in the streets. He was told that 
they did sometimes, but when he said 
the place was their home and_ they 
ought to go out to play every night, he 
was met with the reply ‘* That's all very 
well; you haven't to keep them clean; 
I have.” So that although it was a 
‘‘home,” institution law prevailed. He 
disagreed entirely with the suggestion 
that institutions were wanted for abnor- 
mal children; they were just the class 
for whom small homes were necessary. 
With regard to the physique of the 
children in the so-called barrack-schools 
—although he objected to the term, 
which was equally applicable to Eton — 
he invited Members generally to attend 
an exhibition of physical training to be 
given at Church House to-morrow by 
these very children. It would then be 
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seen that the schools were not such} the child. They had to see that he was 


dreadful places as they were sometimes 
made out to be. An open mind should 
be kept on these matters. He was glad 
to say that that was the attitude of the 
Local Government Board. Wherever 
they saw a good thing they should be 
ready to adopt it. Foster-mothers could 
not be had for the asking. It seemed to 
be thought that they had only to put a 
penny in the slot in order to get the 
finest mother in the world. Plenty 
could be secured who would make the 
children do all the work, but that was 
not the class desired. 


He agreed that children should 
not be kept in the workhouse 
a moment longer than was necessary, 
but when one union was quoted 
against another difficulties arose. 
The conditions and circumstances of 
every child had to be inquired into. 
Whitechapel had seventy-six children in 
the Forest Gate School, as against 
Poplar’s 600. At first sight that seemed 
to be a magnificent achievement for 
Whitechapel. But Whitechapel had an 
enormous Jewish population, the children 
of which were looked after by the Jewish 
Board of Guardians. Much the same 
thing happened in St. George’s-in-the 
East, although this union has schools 
at Upton Park. But the poverty in these 
districts, where they were supposed to 
have abolished outdoor relief, was simply 
awful. The whole question of Poor Law 
administration had to be looked at 
broadly ; it must not be narrowed down 
to particular districts where they went 
on the Charity Organisation principle of 
giving nothing until diligent inquiry 
had been made into a person’s antece- 
dents. The Local Government Board 
recognised the principle that the need of 
a person was the reason he should be 
helped at once, and his antecedents 
inquired into afterwards. Poplar had 
900 such children. Stepney had just 
opened schools at Stifford for their 
children. Woolwich union also had 
erected homes recently, and I question 
if hon. Members could improve upon 
either of these places. The boards of 
guardians could not be told to inquire 
into the circumstances of each individual 
child, and toturn anumberinto the street. 
Guardians had a greater responsibility to 
the State than the mere turning out of 


not brought up a beggar, ne’er-do-well, 


‘or anything of thatsort. Each case must 


be dealt with as it arose, as the Poor Law 
child had no parallel in any other class. 
He congratulated both the late and the 
present President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board upon the success of the new 
dietary scale. Now there was noearthly 
excuse for any board of guardians to 
under-feed the children. It was not the 
fault of the Local Government Board 
but the fault of many boards of 
guardians that the present dietary scale 
was not put into operation long ago. 
He wished to put three questions to the 
President of the Local Government 
Board. The right hon. Gentleman was 
reported to have said that in the neag 
future the duties of boards of guardians 
would, in all probability, be delegated to 
the Borough Councils. He questioned 
whether any authority they might 
delegate these powers to could do the 
work so efficiently as the men and 
women who were now doing it. He 
wished to have a clear answer upon that 
point. 


He also wished to know whether 
the Local Government Board had con- 
sidered or would consider the desirability 
of equalising the charges in London for 
outdoor relief. They found in London 
that the poorer the district the greater 
expense it incurred in dealing with 
the poor. That was to say, it was to 
the advantage of the richer parishes that 
there should be an aggregation of work- 
men in other parts, and the toilers who 
broke down in health would be more fre- 
quent there than in the richer parishes. 
The poor they had to deal with, both 
indoor and outdoor, ought to be as 
much a charge upon the richer parishes 
as upon the poorer parishes of London. 
He did not offer any objection to the 
richer parishes being allowed such con- 
trol as the Locai Government Board 
might think desirable. Boards of 
guardians were not now inclined to say to 
every applicant, ‘‘ You must come into 
the House, we cannot give you outdoor 
relief.” It seemed to him that they 
ought not to be compelled to so enlarge 
their workhouses as to embrace all who 
applied, because the people inside were 
a charge upon the Metropolitan Common 
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Poor Fund. They should not be com- 
pelled to enlarge their workhouse when 
they could help to keep people outside 
the workhouse. Therefore he wished to 
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'before the inquiry took place. One 
| ground of complaint had been that there 
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was not a responsible Committee on the 
spot, but that had now been altered, and 


ask if the President of the Local Govern- | @ responsible Committee of seven persons 


ment Board would consider the desira- 
bility of equalising the charges upon 
all localities for outdoor relief. Did 
the Committee realise that in England 
and Wales, under the heading of the 
Poor Rate, about £26,500,000 was raised 
every year. That was an appalling sum, 
but on the top of that they were going 
to ask for old-age pensions. The Com- 
mittee would scarcely believe that this 
£26,500,000 had nothing to do with the 
poor as far as more than half of that 
charge was concerned. No less than 
£14,500,000 was for charges that had 
absolutely nothing to do with the poor, 
for only about £11,500,000 was for 
purposes absolutely connected with the 
Poor Law. When they got to still 
closer quarters they would find that the 
£11,500,000 included superannuation 
allowances. buildings, furniture, main- 
tenance, and officers’ expenses, but for 
the poor, indoor and outdoor, only 
£5,250,000 was spent. Oonsequently 
only £5,250,000 went to the people 
for whom this £26,500,000 was collected. 
Did the right hon. Gentleman not think 
it was a shame that his Department 
should be credited with the raising of 
£26 500,000 for the poor when they only 
actually got £5,250,000 of it. This 
always seemed to him to be an appalling 
state of things. 


Mr. TOULMIN (Bury, Lancashire) 
said he wished to say a word or two 
in defence of the boarding-out system, 
but would first allude to Hollymount 
School which had been mentioned 
by the hon. Member for Bradford. 
He believed that an absolute and radical 
change had taken place there, and its 
present condition was such as would 
satisfy hon. Members who desired that 
the children should be properly dealt 
with. At a private inspection made a 
day or two ago, a gentleman in the 
neighbourhood found the children in 
excellent condition, and the state of things 
there had been entirely changed. In 
regard to the outbreak of ophthalmia, it 
was gradually disappearing under the 
care of a specialist who was called in 

Mr. Crooks. 


had been appointed. Another complaint 
was that the children had not been 
properly looked after because most of the 
sisters were unaccustomed to English 
ways. Now almost all of them were 
either English or British. Formerly in 
regard to medical attendance the doctor 
was paid for each visit, but now he re- 
ceived a salary and was under an engage- 
ment to pay so many visits. The old 
system in regard to medical attendance 
led perhaps to economy in calling the 
doctor in, and was consequently an ob- 
jectionable system. The Nursing staff 
had also been improved by placing a 
certificated nurse of experience in 
charge of it, and the teaching _ staff 
had been improved by the appointment of 
a certificated teacher. As to the dietary 
scale, he had it in his possession, and his 
hon. friend sitting near him had examined 
it and declared that it was a very good 
scale. He had had some experience of 
the dietaries in similar institutions, and 
he thought this was a very good scale 
indeed, and if it was adhered to, the 
children at all events would not suffer 
from lack of food. A considerable 
number of the children attending these 
schools were in the scholars procession 
which took place in Lancashire towns 
during Whit week, and he was told that 
they looked remarkably well, and were 


-exceedingly well clothed. Whilst he 


did not advocate these aggregations of 
children, he did not see how they were 
to do without them at the present 


' moment. 


The special point upon which he de- 
sired to address a question to the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
was with regard to the regulations and 
conditions on which children were 
boarded out, and he also wished to know 
whether they could not expedite the 
rate at which children in the work- 
houses were being taken out and dealt 
with. ‘There were various methods of 
dealing with these children, but the one 
method which was not desirable was that 
they should be retained in the work- 
houses amongst other paupers. Children 
who had to mix up with the other 
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inmates in workhouses were under the | 
most unfavourable conditions, because | 


they were surrounded by life’s failures, 
and they had not those incentives whick 
either cottage homes or the boarding-out 
system gave them to exercise their own 


‘they grew up. 


intellects and advance themselves in life. | 


The children “had no opportunity in 
the workhouse for any home training, 
and the food they received there, so far 


as they knew, might come down from | 


heaven. They did not know how it was 


cooked or prepared, nor did they feel | 


that their own comfort and happiness 
depended upon their own exertions. 
Their own individual faults and failings 
were not discovered in the workhouse, 
and when children were taken out of 


the workhouse and put into a cottage | 


home very often a number of them were 
found to have objectionable habits. That, 
however, was not the fault of the home 
to which they came, but the fault of the 
home from which they had been taken, 
The self-reliance and fitness of children 
for responsibilities was not developed 
under the workhouse system and chil- 
dren had been frequently returned aiter 
being sent out, because they were not 
familiar with the ordinary routine of daily 
life. He thought the boarding-out system 
had its own special dangers, which were 
recognised by those who were familiar 
with the system. These were dangers 
which had to be guarded against. There 
ought, of course, to be adequate inspection 
by lady inspectors and by capable volun 
tary committees who ought to be well 
kept up totheir work. There was plenty of 
philanthropic aid available, and, properly 
directed, it could be usefully employed. 
His own experience.was provincial and 
not metropolitan. He had no doubt 
the conditions in the Metropolis were 
very different indeed. As one safeguard, 
it might be advisable to increase the 
number of lady inspectors at present in 
the service of the Local Government 
Board. Of the 50,000 children for whom 
the administrators of the Poor Law were 
responsible, 8,000 were boarded out, 
an increasing number, but he was sorry 
to see the numbers boarded out outside 
their own unions decreasing. As to the 
objections which had been taken to the 
system, he found that children did get 
into the stream of life when boarded out 
in properly selected homes. They, to a 


| children 


were difficult to get rid of. 
'see the necessity for the 
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certain extent, formed home ties with 
their foster parents, which had a great 
steadying influence upon them when 
The hon. Member for 
East Bradford had stated that in one 
union the number of children directly 
under the control of the guardians had 
been reduced by one half aiter the 
adoption of boarding-out. ‘That was 
also his own experience in the union with 
which he was connected. 


Many of the objections to the boarding- 
out system mentioned by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Woolwich were well known to 
those who advocated the system. They 
had been warned by the Local Govern- 
ment Board that there should not be too 
many boarded-out children in any one 
village. This instruction was given so 
that boarding out should not become 
the industry of the village. ven if the 
were not merged in the 
life of the village he held that the 
training they received when boarded 
out, was healthier, better, and cheaper 
than the training they received in a large 
establishment, and was better for them if 
they afterwards went into the Army and 


Navy. In reference to Local Govern- 
ment Board limitations, he wished 
to ask definitely whether the age 


limit could not be removed for board- 
ing-out beyond the union. He had 
found occasions where the limit of 
ten in the case of a dull child was 
rather an obstacle. He was afraid 
that the regulations of the Local 
Government Board were overlooked in 
those cases, and it might be better that 
the limit should be relaxed. With 
regard to the downward limit he thought 
a strong case could be made out. Chil- 
dren could not now be boarded out below 
two years of age. Ifa child of two could 
be boarded out he did not see why a 
child of one should not. As soon as a 
child passed the absolute nursing stage 
he thought the guardians should be 
allowed to board it out. When 
children were as young as two years of 
age they sometimes learned habits which 
He did not 
limit. He 
believed this relaxation was recommended 
so long ago as 1896 by a Departmental 


| Committee, and it had also been favour- 


ably considered by the North Western 
Poor Law Conference. Referring to 
children adopted under the Poor Law 








diseased both in mind and bodv. 
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Act of 1899 the hon. Member said these 
were frequently children of very unfor- 
tunate antecedents. He thought the 
relaxation of the boarding-out beyond 
the union order should also apply to 
these children because it would certainly 
be of advantage for them. He thought 
it would be advisable that the formation 
of voluntary conmittees in the union 
should be encouraged if not made ab- 
solutely necessary. There were strong 
arguments in favour of making it ab- 
solutely compulsory in regard to the 
boarding-out of children within the 
union. These committees could visit 
the children more frequently than the 
officers, and their visits were not so 
objectionable. Members of the com- 
mittee frequently interested themselves 
in the lives of the children, and kept 
an eye upon them afterwards. He dis- 
liked chiefly the association of the 
children in the workhouse with the 
older paupers who were necessarily 
there. Many of them might be com- 
pared to old hulks lying up there with 
no prospect but to stay there in such 
comfort as was provided for them, until 
they died. But the children were young 
vessels starting out, and everything 
possible should be done to give them a 
fair chance of making a successful voyage 
through life. 
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*Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) said 
that asa member of a Bradford union 


which was the third largest in England , 


he had had opportunity of gaining some 
experience in the administration of the 
Poor Law. There was one law which he 
thought must be universally applied, 
and that was that children ought not to 
be admitted into any workhouse. In 
his opinion it was totally unnecessary 
that any child should even fora moment 
enter those gloomy portals; it should 
be in some room entirely separate from 
the workhouse or Poor Law sentiment. 
He also thought that the “barrack” 
schools were wholly unnecessary; they 
were not required in the large union of 
Bradford, and he believed they were 
not necessary in any union in the 
country. They must remember the 
unhappy condition of some of these 
children, in far too many cases they 


were physically and mentally feeble, often 
He 


Mr. Toulmin. 


{COMMONS} 
did not think that in dealing with them 
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it was possible to condemn any one 
system. Several speakers had de- 
nounced the boarding-out system, and 
others had spoken of separate cottage 
homes. He believed there was no 
arrangement that was not open to 
dangers and criticisms, and he believed 
the best and wisest plan was to make 
use of all these different institutions, 
which, if not quite suited to all cases, 
would in many cases be found of great 
value. In Yorkshire they had found 
great benefit from the boarding-out 
system, but he agreed that it was a 
system which required most careful 
administration and continual thought- 
fulness. In many cases where the 
children were wholly and absolutely 
separated from the pauper community 
they had found great benefit from the 
system of separate homes. It was 
perfectly true that if there were fourteen 
children in a home that was not an 
exact reproduction of a working man’s 
family ; but they were dealing with 
what was possible. It was wholly 
impossible to find homes for all these 
children in working class families where 
there were only five or six children. 
They could not completely produce 
the family life which existed in the 
homes of the working people in the 
manufacturing districts; but the 
children were trained differently from 
those in the large institutions—their 
life was conducted by simple appliances 


|instead of by pompous arrangements. 


They went to school—Anglican, R. C., 
or undenominational—and mingled with 
children of the same age. 


There was one great difficulty in 
connection with separate homes, and 
that was the industrial training. A 
recommendation was made in one report 
that the children should be sent to some 
industrial training school. He believed 
there was much in that suggestion, and 
he hoped some system might be 
devised whereby these young people 
might have some part of their dependent 
life devoted to industrial instruction 
which would fit them for taking a place 
in society and obtaining an hone-t 
In last year’s report there 
was a reference to the practice pursued 
in the counties of Sussex, Surrey, and 
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Kent. It-stated that the girls were 
most carefully trained in industrial work 
of every kind, and the result was that the 
number of applications for children going 
out to service was so large that the com- 
mittee, who took the greatest possible 
interest in the work, were able to make 
a very careful selection of the places to 
which the girls were sent. The children, 
it was added, did better than the 
workhouse children, and in point of fact 
their training was a real education. 
There was a difficulty in the supervision 
of these homes. The utmost care had 
to be taken in the selection of the foster 
mothers, and the supervision of their 
conduct should be firm and at the same 
time gentle. He wished to refer to the 
great success which had attended the 
labours of the board of guardians of 
the Bradford union in dealing with 
the aged and deserving poor. The 
care taken in the _ investigation of 
these cases was, he ventured to 
say, absolutely exemplary. It was a 
great pleasure to find that, owing to the 
care taken by the guardians, the aged 
and deserving poor now received such 
an amount of outdoor relief as raised 
them out of the evils of penury. And 
us regarded those in the workhouses 
there was the most careful supervision 
to secure every comfort and solace for 
those of advanced years or debilitated by 
old age. 


*Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) said 
the Prime Minister had informed the 
House yesterday that he had been nine 
years in the House when he made 
certain suggestions to Mr. Gladstone 
with, he hoped, becoming modesty. He 
had been in the House for exactly that 
term, and he trusted to make the few 
suggestions which he was about to 
make with a like becoming modesty. 
The hon. Member who had just sat down 
stated that many suggestions had been 
made as to the treatment of these pauper 
children—some of them good and some 
bad. Everybody however, he thought, 
believed that the system of large 
aggregations of these children was bad 
though it might be difficult to do away 
with. He wished to call attention to 
a few of the results of the system. 
At Ipswich, ring-worm was so bad 
that the children, against the wishes 


{11 JUNE 1903} 








Ttevenue Depts. Estimates. 678 


of the board of guardians, had to 
be boarded out. At Norwood the 
death rate was thirty-six per 1000, 
or double that of the borough _it- 
self. At Hanwell eighty-eight children 
were in danger of their lives from 
suppuration, and 283 children were 
suffering from ophthalmia. In another 
union a child died from pneumonia only 
the day after it was discovered that it 
was suffering from the disease. That 
showed that in these institutions there 
was not proper supervision. At Rich- 
mond, scarlet fever broke out, and there 
were five cases in the home. His hon. 
friend had drawn attention to the 
mental and moral improvement that 
might be secured by putting the children 
into small homes The development of 
character must necessarily be bad with 
such an enormous aggregation of 
children in some of these institu- 
tions. The system under which these 
children were treated was dull and 
mechanical, there was an absence of 
that healthy interest in the world about 
them which one would like to see de- 
veloped in children. They were neces- 
sarily denied all affection and love in 
these large institutions. There were 
1,000 children at Hanwell Asylum, and 
he understood that it was proposed to 
certify what was now called the Ophthal- 
mic Block as a barrack school tor over 
750 normal children. He maintained 
that that building, which was only of 
corrugated iron, ought not to be ‘icensed 
for such a purpose. The predecessor of 
the right hon. Gentleman had given an 
undertaking, that his Department would 
decrease the number of children in these 
schools, and in no case allow an addition 
to them to be made. 

As to the Hollymount case, he 
congratulated the right hon. Gentleman 
on having withdrawn the certificate 
from that school. It was an abominable 
case which one would have thought 
could hardly have existed in this country. 
But how came it about that the certifi- 
cate was returned to that school? His 
hon. friend had already stated that the 
system of dietary was completely altered ; 
he hoped it was; it had need to be. 
But it was not only a question of diet ; 
it was a question of the general treat- 
ment of the children. The Committee 
would hardly believe it, but when the 
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-children were examined and placed in a 
bath they screamed loudly, and the 
girls were found to be suffering from 
sore heads, eczema, skin eruptions, and 
other diseases. Further, they were 
practically starved. The Report said that 
“ now and again ” the children were suf- 
fering from ophthalmia. What were the 
facts? As soon as they were examined 
it was found that out of 230 children 
only eighty-four were free from disease, 
and only forty-nine out of 212 were 
found to be free from ophthalmia. That 
was what the gentleman who wrote the 
report described as suffering irom oph- 
thalmia “ now and again.” That was, 
of course, a form of deception. but was 


not quite so bad as _ what followed. <A | 


certain girl, Kate Mallon, was found to 
be suffering from phthisis, and was not 
expected to recover. That girl was 
supposed to have written a letter in 
which it was said that they had a jolly 


time, that Father Christmas had brought | 
them sweets and toys and other things too | 


numerous to mention, and that they were 
in the best of health with rosy faces and 
bright eyes. That letter was shown to the 
girl, and she was asked why she wrote 
it, and she replied that she had never 
written it at all. That disclosed a very 
serious state of things. He understood 


that the right hon. Gentleman withdrew | 


the certificate from that school on the 
14th October; but he was also informed 
—he did not know whether correctly or 
not—that the right hon. 
recertificated the school before the end 
of the year. Considering all the right 
hon. Gentleman had ascertained as to 


what had happened in the school, it | 


seemed to him that the right hon. 
Gentleman was very rapid in the 
measures he took in order to secure that 
the children should be treated in a better 
manner in future; that the diet, for 
instance, should he sufficient to nourish 
their bodies, that care should be taken 
that their health should be decently 
looked after, and that the system of 
intimidating the girls should not be 
continued. He sincerely hoped that the 
right hon. Gentleman had been able to 
assure himself on all those points. It 


appeared to him to be of the utmost 
importance that, in a case like that, an 
example should be made of the school. 


He was informed that this was only one 
of many religious institutions all over 


Mr. Tennant. 
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the country where similar things, were 
going on ; and it seemed to him a crying 
shame that they should be permitted. 


Str JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity) said he should like to make a 
few observations on the general treat- 
ment of pauper children. His _ first 
observation was that the public authority 
should have complete control over all 
|children whose parents received Poor 
Law relief, because, in asking for relief, 
| the parents would have to submit to any 
| conditions which Parliament, the Local 
| Government Board, and the board of 
guardians prescribed. Those conditions 
should be conceived solely in the interests 
of the children themselves. He believed 
| it was now generally accepted as both 
| just and expedient that the public 
authority should do the best it could for 
those children ; that ,it should give them 
the best education, and in every way 
| fit them to become citizens. It was good 
economy to spend money in that way. 
| The old idea of the time of Oliver Twist, 
to make the education of those children 
as ‘cheap as possible, was now scouted by 
everyone, All they differed on now was 
not the object but the means of attaining 
it. It appeared to him that it was a 
very wrong thing for either the State 
or the local authority to use children 
for the purpose of putting some kind of 
coercion on their parents. He said that 
for two reasons. In the first place, a 
child was far too costly an object to be 
'expended in that way. To sacrifice the 
whole future of a child in order to 
'make the parent do his duty was an 
asset too costly for the object to be 
carried out. His second objection was 
| that it was wholly illusory, and did not 
make the parent in any way do his 
'duty by the child. He did not think 
‘that the public or the Local Govern- 
| ment Board sufficiently realised the fact, 
which was unfortunately true, that a 
| child was a very valuable asset. A chiid 
could be used for all sorts of purposes, 
‘such as begging, or performing in 
| public, and so far from children being 
|a burden, they were often brought to 
| theatres, racecourses, and public enter- 
| tainments of that kind, and were hired 
out to persons who found it worth 
‘their while to pay for their use. Many 
years ago a Departmental Committee of 
‘the Local Government Board under the 
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presidency of the late Mr. Mundella was 
appointed to consider the condition of 
pauper schools. He himself was a 
member of that Committee. The Report 
which the Committee presented attracted 
a great deal of attention, and the Local 
Government Board, under the presidency 
of his right hon. friend the Member for 
Sleaford, gave certain assurances to the 
House of Commons and the public that 
some at least of the recommendations of 
the Report would be carried out. 

The first point to which hewished to call 
attention was a point on which everyone 
was agreed, and that was that children 
should not be allowed to remain in 
workhouses. There were differences of 
opinion on other points; on that there 
was none. That was brought very 
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clearly home to all the members of the | 


Committee, not only by the evidence but 
by personal visits to workhouses, and by 
seeing the actual condition of the 
children. He defied anyone to see the 
condition of the children as the members 
of the Committee saw it, and not hold 
earnestly the opinion that no child 
should under any circumstances be in a 
workhouse. The great objection was 
that those children were in most work- 
houses mixed up with the adult paupers ; 
very often they were attended by pauper 
attendants who were frequently people 
of extremely bad character, and quite 
unfit to look aiter any respectable and 
decent child. The children heard all the 
foul language which, he was sorry to 
say, prevailed in workhouses, and which 
was one of the chief objections which 
decent people had to workhouse life. In 
some workhouses where the children 
lived in the workhouse it was very dele- 
terious to the children, but in others 
where the children were sent away to 
the Board schools and had separate 
quarters from the adults the conditions 
were not so bad asthey usually were for 
the children in the workhouses. 
The Board of Guardians of Chelsea 
and Kensington kept the children 
outside the workhouse. They had 
a receiving house for them, and the 
children never came intothe workhouse, 
and since the plan had been adopted by 
Chelsea and Kensington other boards of 
guardians had done the same. Having 
said all that, he pointed out that there 
were at this moment according to the 
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Returns of the Local Government Board 
more children in the London workhouses 
than before the Report was made. At 
the time the Report was furnished there 
were 2,294 childrenin the London work- 
houses. At the present moment the 
returns showed a total of 3,004. In the 
country generally there were in the 
Home Counties upwards of 20,000 simi- 
larly cireumstanced, and in many cases 
those children were in the charge of 
pauper superintendents, and had no 
education worthy of the name. He 
appealed to the President of the Local 
Government Board to issue some com- 
pulsory order forbidding the guardians 
taking the children into the workhouses 
and compelling them to make some 
other provision for them. 


The next point was what was to be 
done? There were four ways in which 


the children could be dealt with. 
|One was to put them in those large 
schools which _ still existed; the 








second to place them in village com- 
munities where the houses were grouped 
together, but where the children lived in 
separate houses, and attended school, 
Church, and recreation in common. 
Then there was the system adopted 
many \ears ago by the Sheffield Board 
otf Guardians, to have scattered homes, 
and the fourth system was boarding out. 
The one objection to the large schools 
was that it had been proved by experi 
ence that it was impossible to prevent in 
them epidemic disease, and particularly 
that scourge of the school, ophthalmia. 
Every effort, and there had been many, 
made to put a stop to ophthalmia had 
failed, and that disease was continually 
breaking out in these schools. The 
greatest proof of that was the large 
institution opened the other day by 
the right hon. Gentleman for the pro 
vision of 360 children suffering from 
ophthalmia. The treatment which the 
children received was excellent in every 
way, but anyone who witnessed the 
sufferings they endured ; who had seen 
them stagger under the pain of having 
their eyes sponged out with a painful 
lotion, necessary though it was for their 
cure, would regret that such institutions 
were necessary. In recent times this 
Committee had come to a unanimous 
conclusion against the maintenance of 
these large boarding schools. The one 
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school at Sutton was broken up, and a 
promise given by the then President of 
the Local Government Board, the right 
hon. Member for Sleaford, that no 
addition should be made to the existing 
schools. Under those circumstances, he 
learned with astonishment that it was 
proposed to extend the accommodation 
of the school at Hanwell. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lone, Bristol, 8.) said that proposal did 
not emanate from him. ie, 


Stir JOHN GORST expressed his 
satisfaction at the right hon. Gentleman’s 
statement, and said he did not wish in 
any way to reflect on those who had the 
management of these institutions and who 
had been successful in mitigating many 
of their disadvantages. The village com- 
munities were undoubtedly an improve- 
ment on the great schools, and he learned 
with regret that instead of their being 
restricted to houses where a sinall num- 
ber of children were boarded, large 
blocks were being put up, thus doing 
away entirely with the good of the village 
community, and making them like the 
large schools. It was also said the 
village communities were costly, but he 
did not object to them on that ground, 
because whatever money was spent if 
the result was good, was money well 
spent. Then there was the system of 
scattered homes. He had seen these 
scattered homes, and, so far as one could 
judge, a more excellent way of providing 
for the children not boarded out it was 
difficult to imagine. Many boards of 
guardians have imitated the plan, which 
he believed was better than either the 
big schools or the village communities. 
He could not help thinking that the 
experience of the hon. Member for Wool- 
wich in regard to boarding-out had been 
rather unfortunate. If the boarding-out 
system was unsatisfactory, he thought 
it was rather due to some error of 
machinery on the part either of the 
Local Government Board or the local 
guardians than to any failure in the 
system itself. In the inquiry of eight 
years ago, nearly all the members of the 
Committee came to the conclusion that 
of all the methods of treating children, 
that adopted by Dr. Barnardo was by 


Sir John Gorst. 
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far the most humane and _ successful. 
He previously had a strong prejudice 
against Dr. Barnardo, but, after seeing 
his institution and having practical 
experience of his work, he became a com- 
plete convert. Dr. Barnardo tried both 
the institution and the village community 
systems, but fell back on boarding out 
the children as being by far the best way 
of bringing them up. He was not 
certain about the cost; but he should 
not think it was so great as that of the 
large institutions, but, judging by results, 
it was by far the best system. What- 
ever system was adopted, he earnestly 
hoped the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board would at once turn the 
children out of the workhouse. As to 
the desirability of doing that all were 
agreed. After the evidence given before, 
and the conclusion arrived at, by the 
Committee some years ago, it would bea 
great pity to extend the big school or 
the village community system. As 
many as possible should be boarded out, 
and those who could not be boarded out 
should be put in scattered homes. The 
greatest possible deterrent of pauperism 
was to take the children out of the hands 
of worthless parents. That was done in 
New Zealand, and the law had the effect 
of immediately diminishing the number 
of persons who became chargeable to the 
rates. 


Mr. CAMERON (Durham, Houghton- 
le-Spring) said that when they con- 
sidered the large number of chil- 
dren in charge of the State, they 
could not but feel that it was most 
desirable that such methods should be 
used as would save the children from 
becoming paupers in the future. He 
believed that if the guardians were urged 
to do their duty and wise methods were 
employed, the bulk of the children could 
be made into useful citizens, and be re- 
stored to industrial and normal life. 
Nearly twenty years of his life had been 
spent in connection with pauper children, 
as chairman of a large union in the 
North, and he believed the best work of 
his life was that which he did as chair- 
man of the schools connected with that 
union. The first method they adopted 
was that of separating the children from 
the adult paupers; they built schools 
and engaged separate managers and 
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teachers. 
improve the physique of the children, 
who were stolid and dull, having the 


stamp of the workhouse child upon them. 


‘Gymnastic exercises were introduced, and | 


in an industrial school the boys were 


‘taught tailoring, shoemaking and other | 


‘trades. But the best thing they did 
was to send the children to the public 
‘alementary school, giving them a variety 
of dress so that they should not be 
marked among the other pupils. The 
children improved in health and energy ; 
their manner altered, and in a year or 
two they were like ordinary working 
men’s children. One difficulty which 
they had to tackle was that of dealing 
with the girls when they left the work- 
house. Many of them were taken by 
relations, who had been quite content to 
allow the State to bring them up but 
who wished to use them for their own 
purposes when they were able to earn 
money. Many of the girls, especially in 
large towns, were in great danger, and 
some became immoral. It was found 
that the best thing for the girls’ welfare 
was to send them to Canada, and 
some hundreds had been sent out. He 
‘would like to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man how far the Local Government 
Board were now dealing with the question 
of emigration. With regard to the! 
boarding out, it was necessary to know 
the character of the parents and the 
homes, and to be sure that the children 
would be treated as they should be. In 
large towns boarding out was not the 
best system, although it might be in 
villages where everybody was known. 
By using such methods as he had 
described, by taking an interest in the | 
children and by keeping in touch with | 
them by correspondence after they had 
gone out into the world, he believed the | 
guardians could do good work for the | 
community and for the future. 


&* Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 5.) 
said the question of the inspection of 
Poor Law schools had been discussed for 
a long time, and he noticed that in the 
present session the President of the 
Local Government Board had stated that 
the correspondence with the Education 
Department had been reopened. It was 
very awkward from the educational 
standpoint that the inspection of these 
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schools should be in the hands not 
of the Education Department, but of 
the Local Government Board. Nothing 
could be said in defence of such an 
arrangement, and he hoped his right 
hon. friend, among other reforms, 
would not lose sight of that point. 
He should be glad if the right hon. 
Gentleman would give them some 
assurance that the Report in regard io 
the disposal of sewage would be speediiy 
presented. The question of the boarding 
out of children was a subject upon which 
there was more misunderstanding than 
upon any other subject connected 
with the Poor Law. A great many 
people thought that the barrack school 
system was responsible for all the mis- 
chief upon this question. The barrack 
sch:ols were condemned; that went 
without saying ; but to involve all these 
schools in a general condemnation was 
tomake a mistake. Sutton had afforded 
the worst case; but he understood that 
that school had been broken up and that 
the girls’ school was now set aside for 
children suffering from ringworm. It 
was often said that these Poor Law 
children were quite dull, but he thought 
if any Member of the House were to 
see these boys in the cricket field or in 
the gymnasium he would agree they 
were just as pleasant and _ joyful 
children as could be found in the whole 
of London. He never could understand 
why these children were charged with 
being specially dull. What was the 
difficulty the boards of guardians had 
apart from the Local Government Board ! 
Boarding out had been suggested. 
Yes; Lut they had first of all to get 
their homes. That might be easy 
enough to do in the rural districts of 
the country, and he should say that 
boarding out was the real remedy in 
those districts ; but when they came to 
deal with the urban districts the difficulty 
| was greater. They had then got to find 
| the homes and the foster parents, and to 
| get a committee to take an interest in 
| these matters was perhaps the greatest 
| difficulty of all Hon. Members made a 
| great mistake if they thought that the 
| boarding-out system was a delightful 
thing to undertake. Then there was 
the religious difficulty to be considered, 
| particularly with regard to Roman 
| Catholic children. They could not 
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board out Roman Catholic children, 
because that would raise the religious 
difficulty at once. Having looked into 
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the question most thoroughly, he 
could say it could only be settled 
by the establishment of schools of 


a moderate size, by village communities, 
by boarding out, and by scattered homes. 


The question of scattered homes was 
rather an interesting one. He should 
like toask the right hon. Gentleman 
the President of the Local Government 
Board what had been the results of the 
Camberwell experiment. There was an 
experiment thoroughly tried in a 
London community, and he desired to 
know whether it had met with success, 
and whether the Local Government 
Board thought the experiment ought to 
be carried farther. There had been a 
charge made against the late President 


of the Local Government Board in 
allowing additions to the barrack 
schools. He thought he could say 


that morethan one application had been 
made to add to those schools, but the 
late President found himself bound by 
the Report of the Committee on the 
subject. It was not the case that any 
real additions were allowed. What was 
done was to grant applications for 
increasing the size of the kitchen depart- 
ment, and applications as regarded ex- 
penditure on ventilation were rightly 
sanctioned. He did not think any 
application to enlarge the scope of the 
schools to provide for additional children 
had been allowed, and he did not think 
such an application had been granted 
since the Keport was issued. He thought 
the House was perfectly unanimous that 
children ought not to be in workhouses 
at all. They must always bear in mind 
the difficulties in London, for example. 
They had in London to deal with an 
enormous number of ins and outs. A 
woman or worker arrived with three or 
four children at the workhouse at night, 
for instance, and left again in the morn- 
ing. But they were reckoned as being 
in the workhouse. Supposing they had 
receiving houses ; they were no good un- 
less they had got places to send 
them to from the receiving houses. 
They were bound to have a certain number 
of these children in because of these 
ins and outs. All these difficulties could 
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only be appreciated by guardians, and he 
confessed he had never listened with 
more pleasure to a speech than to 
that of Mr. Crooks, the hon. Member 
for Woolwich, who went practically into 
the whole question. He believed the 
guardians were doing their best under 
difticult circumstances, and he believed 
the Local Government Board were en- 
couraging the guardians to provide for 
these children in the best way they could. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northampton. 
shire, E.) said he wished to ask for some 
information with regard to the ad 
ministration of the Vaccination Acts 
He did not wish at this time to challenge 
the policy of compulsory vaccination, 01 
to restate the objections to the order of 
1898, whereby the boards of guardians 
were deprived of discretion with regard 
to prosecutions, recognised for thirty 
vears as almost a statutory power, or 
to refer to the circular letter issued by the 
Local Government Board in 1901, which 
seemed to him to interfere with the 
discretionary powers of magistrates in 
dealing with this question. What he 
wished to raise was two specific issues on 
which there might be common ground for 
those who wished good administration, 
without raising any controversial issues 
It seemed to him, that the whole scale of 
feesand charges introduced underthe Orde: 
of 1898, and by the administration of the: 
Acts by the Local Government Board was 
enormously high. Before this Order and 
the other circulars came into effect in 
1898, the cost of the vaccination adminis- 
tration by boards of guardians im 
England and Wales was £72,655. In 
the following year, after the Act of 1898 
was put into operation, the cost was 
raised to three times that amount- 
namely, £237,000, and, so far as he could 
see, it stood at that rate at the present 
time. The hon. Member for Aberdeen- 
shire might think that the doctors who 
carried out this administration deserved 
to be well paid. He would admit that 
domiciliary vaccination did justify an in- 
crease in the expenditure, but with that 
exception he thought he represented the 
feelings of many boards of guardians when 
he said that this enormous growth of 
expenditure was a matter which deserved 
the attention of the Local Government 
Board with a view to reconsideration 
and revision. He should be glad if the 
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right hon. Gentleman could introduce any 
suggestions or modifications which would 
lead tojeconomy in that expenditure. 

The second point he wished to raise 
was this—without raising any question 
as to the legality or otherwise of 
the vaccination officer being made 
absolutely independent of the board of 
guardians, he wished to point out that 
the vaccination officer was placed in a 
position wholly exceptional amongst all 
the other officers, as far as he knew, of 
any local authority at the present time. 
The vaccination officer was under the 
board of guardians, but received in- 
structions from the Local Government 
Board which practically gave him a free 
hand, and this enabled him to defy the 
authority of the boards of guardians. 
The Local Government Board might 
claim that the boards of guardians were 
not acting within the letter of the law, 
and therefore the vaccination officer was 
properly carrying out his duties by 
resisting his board in matters in which, 
he submitted, according to the ordinary 
principles of local government, boards 
of guardians ought to have some authority 
and discretionary power over their officials. 

The particular case he had been re- 
quested to bring before the Committee 
was that of the Wellingborough Board of 
Guardians, the principal union in the 
division he represented. He hoped that 
question would be considered by the right 
hon. Gentleman apart from any argument 
a/ invidiam from the past. He was not 
going to raise any question as to the 
attitude the board might have had at 
some previous period in regard to the 
Vaccination Acts. He would deal with 
the question as it now stood. The 
board acquiesced in the carrying out of 
the Acts at the present time. They 
appointed two vaccination officers—one 
for a large district and one for a small 
district. The officer for the smaller 
district had carried out his duty with 
vigilance and precise inquiry into 
the facts. He had brought some- 
thing like 200 cases before the Courts, 
and had carried out the whole pro- 
cedure without imposing on the beard 
of guardians any solicitors’ fees what- 
ever. None of the cases brought before 
the Courts were dismissed, so that 
whatever expenditure was incurred by 
the guardians was justified. The officer 
appointed for the larger district had dealt 
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with some 400 cases in the same period. 
He had insisted trom the first on being 
accompanied in Court by a solicitor, 
whereas only in one, or two, or three, or 
four cases since the commencement of 
the vaccination prosecutions had the de- 
fendants been represented by a solicitor, 
or had any legal point been raised. 
By insisting, in the face of repeated 
protests, on being accompanied by a 
solicitor, this officer had im posedenormous 
costs on the board of guardians. In 
nearly all the cases the solicitor did not 
require to say a single word in court. 
The total cost in eighteen months 
amounted to no lessthan £431, and up 
to the present time they amounted to 
£583, which was equal to a fd. rate 
in the district, and a 3d. rate was actually 
imposed last year in order to meet 
these extra charges. Further, with 
regard, to this vaccination officer no less 
than ninety-eight cases were dismissed 
by the Court owing to the omission 
of inquiries prescribed by the circular 
of 1901. In some cases the child had 
died, or the parents had obtained a 
certificate, or had removed from the 
district. In these cases the solicitors’ 
charges had to be met, although the 


| dismissal of the cases was due to the 


neglect of the officer to carry out the 
regulations. It seemed to him a scandal 
that these costs should be imposed 
against the will of the board of 
guardians and the locality, when 
there was absolutely no _ necessity. 
He was informed that the guardians 
had offered the officer other advice 
which could be obtained at a lower cost 
to the ratepayers. The magistrates 
were willing to adjourn the hearing of 
cases in which a defence was offered. 
He submitted that it was a serious and 
improper course for the officer to employ 
a solicitor in circumstances where there 
was no need whatever for his services. 
The officer apparently had a perfectly free 
hand to impose on the ratepayers any 
expense he chose to incur. It was 
notorious in the district that the solicitors 
employed by the officer were not those 
to whom it would be ‘natural to go. 
One was a young and inexperienced 
solicitor, and one had abandoned practice 
for some time but came back into the 
district. An offer was made by the 
officer that he would take the: whole 


2A2 





691 Supply— “ril Services and 


(COMMONS} 





692 


Revenue Depts, Estimates. 


thing over himself at 2s. 6d. a case, | accumulation of arrears of work, and 


but very properly the Local Government 
Board refused to authorise such 
arrangement. Were the words 
Section 29 of the Order of 1898, which 
compelled guardians to pay the reason- 
able costs and expenses of vaccination 
officers in obtaining legal assistance 
consistent with the extraordinary 
proceedings he had described? Some 
time ago he brought this matter privately 
before the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, and an inspector was sent 
down to inquire. The result of that 
inquiry was practically a refusal on 


the part of the Local Government 
Board to remove this vaccination 
officer. In view of the officer’s mis- 


conduct—he could not use a_ milder 
word—he thought it was a scandal that 
the Local Government Board had not 
dealt with the case on its merits and 
asked him to send in his resignation. 
They require the boards of guardians to 
appoint officials, and these boards should 
be required to provide their officials 
with proper funds to enable them to 
carry on their legal proceedings in a 
proper and effective way. But the Act 
never contemplated that any official 
should be set up in a position to expend 
the rates for his own advantage and 
that of his solicitor friends in this reck- 
less and intolerable way He hoped his 
right hon. friend might see his way to 
do more justice to the people in the 
union which he represented that day, 
and that vaccination officers should not 
be exposed to the danger of corruption. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said it might 
be convenient that he should deal with 
the question raised by the hon. Gentle- 
man who had just sat down and one or 
two other points, before he came to the 
subject which had occupied the atten- 
tion of the Committee during 
greater part of the afternoon. 
not intend to discuss the attitude of the 
boards of guardians towards vaccination ; 
but in the case to which the hon. 
Gentleman referred there was no doubt 
that the vaccination officer did incur 
unnecessary eXpense in 
advice, when he could probably have 
dispensed with it. 


remind the hon. Gentlemen that when 
this officer was appointed he found an 


Mr. Channing. 


an | 
in | 
‘there was nothing disclosed 


the | 
He did | 


taking legal | 


He would, however, | 


since he had been in office he had done 
his work very well The number of 
eases had enormously increased, and 
in the 
report of the inspector of any dishonest 
intention onthe part of any member of 
the board of guardians or of the 
vaccination officer. The worst that 
could be alleged against him was that 
he had not sufficient confidence in him- 
self or in the legal advice given to him. 
The matter, however, was to form the 
subject of local inquiry ; and therefore, 
he would say nothing more about it 
now, except that he had seen nothing in 
the case to justify him in removing the 
officer from his position, though he had 
indicated to him, through the inspector, 
the way in which he thought he might 
do his work in the future, not less 
successfully, but at less cost to the 
guardians. 

With regard to the question of 
death certification, he entirely agreed 
that it was a subject with which it 
would be well to deal if it were possible. 
He did not think the facts were quite so 
alarming as the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Ilkeston would have the 
Committee believe; but none the less 
the subject was a very serious one ; he 
should be very glad if he could see his 
way to legislation. The difficulties of 
dealing with the question were, however, 
of a serious and practical character. Very 
shortly after he came into office he had 
the advantage of prolonged communica- 
tions with Sir William Turner, Sir Dyce 
Duckworth. and with the Registrar- 
General and his advisers, who speak with 
singular authority on this and other 
questions. The Registrar-General was 
impressed with the desirability of doing 
something in certain selected localities, 
but the difficulty was that in many 
counties there was no medical officer. 
The practical difficulty was that if the 
proposals of the Bill which was prepared 
in 1894 were enforced, not only would 
very considerable additional expense be 
incurred, but very considerable diffi- 
culties in the indefinite and altogether 
undesirable postponement of burial 
would probably result. The matter, 
however, had been engaging his atten- 
tion, and if he saw his way to an amend- 
ment of the law which would he 
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practicable and would carry out what 
they all desired, the hon. Gentleman 
might rely upon it that he would not 
fail to do his best to carry it through. 


Turning tothe question which had 
formed the main subject of debate, he 
was glad the Committee had devoted its 
time to the discussion of a question 
which went so deep to the root of 
our national life, because there was no 
doubt that the steps we took now to 
train and educate the children of the 
poor must have a lasting effect upon the 
nation. He had found himself in agree- 
ment with a great deal that had been 
said that afternoon. His right hon. 
friend the Member for Cambridge Uni- 
versity said that notwithstanding they 
were all agreed that children ought to be 
taken out of the workhouse, there were 
more children in the workhouses in 
London now than when the Committee 
reported. Figures were more than usu- 
ally deceptive in this case. As a matter 
of fact, the number of children in the 
workhouses varied enormously from year 
to year, and even from month to month ; 
and if the Committee would put aside the 
mere comparison of figures, and would 
look at what had lately been done both 
in the Metropolis and in the provinces, 
he thought they would see that real 
efforts had been made by boards of 
guardians to deal effectively with this 
difficulty. His right hon. friend the 
Member for Cambridge University said 
he hoped the Local Government Board 
would issue an order compelling the 
guardians to take all children out of the 
workhouses ; but he did not think the 
Local Government Board could do a worse 
thing, in the interests of good adminis- 
tration, than to attempt to drive the 
guardians in that way. The boards of 
guardians in London and the provinces 
had made great strides during the last 
twenty-five years, and they deserved not 
only gratitude but commendation for the 
work they had done ; but if we attempted 
to drive them all of a sudden into a 
course which would involve so complete 
a change, and of so expensive a character, 
it would not advance the cause of Poor 
Law administration. They were all agreed 
that children should be taken out of the 
workhouses and dealt with in another 
way ; but the great difficulty was found 
in selecting another way of dealing with 
them. One hon. Gentleman advocated 
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an extension of the boarding-out system, 
and urged that it should be simplified 
and made more comprehensive. By the 
Act of 1899 guardians were given power 
to deal with deserted children; but he 
thought they should proceed very care- 
fully when it was proposed to board out 
children who had both parents or one 
parent living. There was a danger of 
interference by the parents of the child 
with the foster parents. He hoped, how- 
ever, to be able to extend the boarding- 
out order, so as to enable boards of 
guardians to board out children more 
freely than they could do now. 

It had been said that, notwithstanding the 
promise made by his right hon. friend the 
Member for Sleaford, additions to these 
large Poor Law institutions had been 
sanctioned by the Local Government 
Board. That was a complete misappre- 
hension. It was true that in some cases 
when the necessity arose for the improve: 
ment of the existing accommodation that 
improvement had been sanctioned ; but 
he believed he was right in saying that in 
every such case the number of children 
accommodated had been reduced. There- 
fore, so far from its being true that the 
Local Government Board had sanctioned 
an actual increase in the number oi 
children accommodated, the reverse had 
been the case ; and the Local Government 
Board had taken advantage of every 
application to impress on the guardians 
the necessity of reducing the number of 
children accommodated in those schools. 
Surely where buildings were in existence, 
and where there was a heavy local ex- 
penditure, it was impossible immediately 
to force upon the guardians a fresh ex- 
penditure ; but when the guardians had 
come to the Department with practical 
proposals they had taken advantage of 
the application to reduce the number of 
children. In so doing they were loyally 
keeping the pledge given by his right 
hon. friend. The boarding out, cottage 
homes, scattered homes, and_ barrack 
systems had been referred to. He con- 
fessed he thought the barrack system had 
been a little hardly dealt with, but it was 
too late to take that view now. They 
were tried and were condemned, and in 
the case of the great Sutton schools had 
already been broken up. When the 
guardians now made proposals for deal- 
ing with their children, the Department 
never lost an opportunity of recommend- 
ing them to adopt the cottage home or 
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the boarding-out system. jut the 
guardians were in possession of the 
facts of the case as well as the Depart- 
ment, and it was for them to make 
proposals. If those proposals appeared 
to depart from the principles that had 
been laid down, the Department insisted 
on their alteration. There was no doubt 
great truth in the remarks of the hon. 
Member for Woolwich. The boarding- 
out system was only superior when they 
got good foster-mothers and a very active 
and energetic committee. He had had 
before him cases where the boarding-out 
system was as bad and unsatisfactory as 
anything they could find in a barrack 
schoolor any other form of accommodation. 
A great deal depended on the locality. 
In some parts of the country it was com- 
paratively easy to get plenty of foster 





parents of the right sort; but in 
other parts of the country it was 
extremely difficult. In each case the | 
guardians must be governed — by 


their own local knowledge, and what 
they believed to be best in the interests 
of the poor, and also in the interests of 
the ratepayers, whose trustees they were. 
But the Department would do their best 
to guide and help them to carry out what 
Parliament had practically decided they 
should do—namely, that{they should not 
keep their children in the workhouses, 
but should provide for them in establish- 
ments outside. 

As to the Hollymount School, that 
was not a Poor Law school, it -was 
a religious institution certified _ by | 
the Local Government Board, and thus 
enabled to take in children sent by boards | 
of guardians. He entirely agreed that | 
the condition of things that had existed 
there was extremely unsatisfactory and | 
much to be regretted. It was extremely | 
unsatisfactory that such a condition of 
things as had been described should 
have existed at the Hollymount School | 
as long as it did without having been | 
discovered by the inspector. Nothing | 
would have justified him in declining to | 
renew the certificate if he had satisfied 
himself that there was a complete change 
both in the system of management and 
in the general conditions of the school. 
What were the conditions which he 
imposed upon the school. He insisted 
on an entire alteration of the manage- 
ment, on the appointment of a committee 
of seven, that the majority of the sisters 
should be English, and that there should 
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be a thoroughly satisfactory dietary. He 
had also given instructions that the 
school should be periodically visited and 
that Returns should be made to the Local 
Government Board. He could assure the 
Committee that nothing would have 
induced him to issue a fresh certificate if 
he and his advisers were not satisfied 
that there had been a complete change 
in the management and general arrange- 
ments of the school, which would make it, 
not only probable, but as certain, humanly 
speaking, as anything could be, that the 
future conduct of the school and the care 
of the children would be altogether 
difterent from the disgraceful state of 
things which had prevailed before. As 
to tie educational inspection of Poor Law 
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| schools, they had always been in favour 


of the transference of this work to the 
Board of Education. He hoped he should 
succeed in advancing the matter a little 
further very soon, and no difficulty should 


; be raised as far as his Department was 


concerned. He was sorry to say the 
Sewage Commission was still sitting ; it 
had been sitting a very long time. They 
had no power over Royal Commissions, 
but hoped the Commission would present 
its Report as quickly possible, 
He hoped it might reach the ears of the 
Royal Commission that there had been 
anxious enquiries regarding it in thie 
House; and that might induce it to 
present its Report as early as possible. 
With reference to the Camberwell Homes 
they had only been in existence three 
years; and that was too short a time in 


as 


| which to form a definite ‘onclusion as to 


the result that was expected to flow from 
them. All the reports which had 
reached him, however, led him to believe 
that it was a very satisfactory experiment, 
and that it would give favourable results. 
He had now dealt with the various 
questions which had been raised by hon. 
Gentlemen, and he would only repeat, 
speaking for himself and also for his 
Department, that nothing should be 
wanting on their part to improve the 
condition of children depending on the 
Poor Law, an improvement which 
they all desired to see. They would 
do everything they could in  con- 
junction with boards of guardians, 
who were also anxious to improve tlie 
condition of things, to secure that the 
number of children in work houses should, 
as far as practicable, be reduced to the 
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lowest possible number ; and they would 
do their best to secure that the provision 
made for those children should be the 
best and most humane that could be 
obtained. He could assure the Committee 
that he would do all he could to advance 
the cause they had all so much at heart. 
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THE SPEED OF MOTOR CARS. 

*Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) said the state of the high- 
ways, Owing to the manner in which 
motor cars were driven, was a question 
of extreme urgency. It was common 
knowledge that the Local Government 
Board was not attempting to take the 
slightest interest in the great problem 
which was presented. Question after 
(uestion had been asked with regard to 
continual abuses of the law, and the 
necessity for fresh regulations had been 
urged, but they had been met with 
indifference. The question was of great 
importance to the whole country. In 
many places in Scotland, for instance, the 
children of the poor had been accustomed 
to play in the streets from time im- 
memorial, having no other playground 
The right hon. Gentleman had the 
power of control—— 


Mr. WALTER LONG : How? 
*Mr. CATHCART WASON said the 


Act passed a few years ago gave the 
right hon. Gentleman power to enforce 
a limit of speed. 


*Mr. CATHCART WASON said the 
Act passed a few years ago gave the 
right hon. Gentleman power to enforce 
a limit of speed. The present law, he 
contended, threw the whole responsibility 
on the right hon. Gentleman and his 
Department in this matter, and they 
did nothing, and attempted to do 
nothing. ‘To those who took any interest 
in it, this was a most important matter, 
and they were justified in bringing this 
grievance before the Committee. If the 
right hon. Gentleman had, as he said, 
no information as to the casualties, it 
was his own fault, because he must have 
seen what a number of casualties there 
were if he took the slightest interest 
in his morning paper. The public looked 
to the right hon. Gentleman and to their 
own local authorities for protection in 
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this matter; but, while the local 
authorities did everything they could, 
the action of the right hon. Gentleman 
impeded and hindered them in every 
way. The present position was that a 
few people claimed the right to build 
cars of enormous weight and speed and 
to monopolise the public roads for the 
running of those cars. They claimed 
the right to drive the public off the 
roads. Harmless men, women, and 
children, dogs, und cattle, had all got to 
fly for their lives at the bidding of one 
of these slaughtering, stinking engines 
of iniquity. He could not be accused 
of electioneering, as he believed there 
was not a motor-car in the whole of 
his constituency, but he could assure 
the right hon. Gentleman that a strong 
feeling of irritation was growing up in 
country districts at the fact that, owing 
to his inaction, apathy, and carelessness, 
these cars were monopolising the whole 
of their public roads. He did not coin- 
plain that these persons sought to 
amuse themselves and to gratify a 
satiated and vitiated palate by trying to 
come into as close contact with death 
as possible, but he did complain most 
bitterly that they should seek to gratify 
their taste at the expense of the general 
public. If these people wished to race 
they should build tracks for themselves, 
and not use the public roads for that 
purpose. The law was on the side of 
those who protested against this practice, 
and all that they wanted was that the 
law should be faithfully and hon stly 
administered. He desired to move to 
reduce the salary of the right hon. 
Gentleman by £100, as a protest against 
his want of action in this matter. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£100, in respect of the Salary of the 
President of the Board.”—(Mr. Catheurt 
Weason.) 


Mr. HARWOCD (Bolton) said ha 
supported the Motion of his hon. friend, 
though he did not enter into all his feel- 
ings on the subject. His experience had 
led him to the conclusion that something 
more ought to be done than was done to 
regulate the speed of motor-cars. He 
timed the speed of the car on which he 
was travelling the other day, and, though 
it was no business of his, he found it was 
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going at over thirty miles an hour, Car 
after car was racing along the same road, 
palpitating, throbbing, and turning the 
whole of the thoroughfare into chaos and 
confusion. It was unjust. This was not 
a matter of motorists and non- 
motorists. It was a question of the 
common right of citizens. A man could 
not take his family for a walk along the 
roads within a distance of thirty or forty 
miles of London with either comfort or 
safety. The danger was a very real one, 
but quite apart from the danger the in- 
convenience arising from the existing 
state of things was extremely great. 
This thing must be stopped. It was not 
a matter of wild shrieking, but it must be 
remembered that, after all, a motor was 
the luxury of a few, who could take their 
pleasures in many other ways. To people 
in poorer circumstances the avenues of 
pleasure were limited, and the time h»d 
come when the rich should be pulled up. 
Two thousand years ago it became 
necessary to restrain Roman heroes from 
racing in the streets of Rome because it 
was a public nuisance, and this matter had 
become a public nuisance, not in one street 
of one great city, but in every road 


and lane in the country. The many 
ought not to be thrust on one side for the 
few. The law in this particular 


respect was being brought into complete 
contempt, and that in itself was a very 
dangerous thing. The right hon. Gentle- 
man, although, as he understood, he had 
the power to do so, had not taken any 
precaution to identify motor-cars. 


Mr. WALTER LONG was understood 
to say that he had no power without 
legislation to require the numbering of 
motor-cars. 


Mr. HARWOOD said he understood 
that under the Act the right hon. Gentle- 
man had power to regulate the traffic, 
and somebody ought to have the power to 
identify the cars. It was simply absurd 
to expect the police to check the speed of 
the cars as they rushed along one after 
the other. Their roads were not meant 
for racing tracks, and if the owners of the 
motor-cars wanted racing tracks they 
ought to build them themselves. Perhaps 
the Government could do with motor-cars 
as was done with certain other conveyances, 
viz., restrict them to travelling between 
the hours of six o'clock in the evening and 


Mr, Horwon’, 
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six o'clock in the morning. In his own 
business he had an instrument called a 
recorder, and he would suggest that 
motor-cars should be compelled to carry 
a certain machine by which would be re- 
corded not only the number of miles they 
had travelled but also the distance 
covered in each hour. This could be in- 
spected by an official, and if excessive 
speed were shown for any particular hour 
a penalty might be imposed. He 
believed that some such system would 
check the speed. In any case, a means 
of identifying motors ought to be devised. 


*Mr. SCOTT MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
New Forest) said he condemned reckless 
driving and motor-racing on roads except 
where authorised by special Act of 
Parliament. He did not object to 
identification, which, he thought, was a 
practical remedy. Last year he intro- 
duced a Bill on behalf of the motoring 
community which provided for identifica- 
tion, and gave the Local Government 
Board power to make regulations for the 
control of motor-cars. He proposed to 
bring in another Bill of a similar character 
on an early day. He understood that 
the President of the Local Government 
Board was also having a Bill prepared. 
A great deal of the legislation which had 
been passed on this subject had been legis- 
lation passed ina hurry. He therefore 
asked the Committee not to be carried 
away by what he admitted was the strong 
feeling of the public at present against 
motoring in general. He thought the 
speed now authorised in towns was too 
great in some cases, but in his opinion the 
present hard and fast limit of twelve miles 
an hour in town and country alike was 
ridiculous. If they could trust people not 
to use their speed where it would be an. 
annoyance, there would be very little out- 
ery on behalf of the public. Unfortunately 
a good many people with powerful machines 
did not use them wisely, and he hoped 
they would be caught and properly dealt 
with. The fact that children played in 
the roads in villages should not, however, 
be used as an argument against motoring 
in general, because, primarily, the roads 
were intended for vehicles. It was not 
fair also to say that motor-cars were only 
the luxury of the rich. A great number 
of cars were being constructed at prices 
ranging from £100 to £150, and they 
eventually would be used by the class 
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of people who now used small pony 
carts or dogcarts. A few years 
hence the motorcar would be the 
best friend of the poor man, because in 
towns it would greatly assist in the 
solution of the housing problem, and in 
the country it would provide a means of 
communication between villages and rail- 
way stations. He hoped that the Govern- 
ment would give facilities for the passing 
of the Bill which he proposed to introduce. 
If the right hon. Gentleman brought in a 
Bill he hoped it would provide for identifi- 
cation, and would at the same time remove 
the twelve miles an hour speed limit. 
That limit led to reckless driving, because 
when a motorist could break the law by 
travelling fourteen miles an hour he 
thought he might as well be hanged for 
a sheep as a lamb and went at a far 
higher speed. Possibly the difficulty 
might be met by having safe spheres and 
dangerous spheres with a speed limit for 
the latter. 


*Sir H. MEYSEY-THOMPSON (Staf- 
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must have a monopoly of the road. 
Motor-cars might very likely be driven 
properly when the responsible owners 
were in them, but, as in the case o1 horses 
and carriages, the trouble arose when 
they were empty, and the driver had no 
one to interfere with reckiessness con- 
sequent on his desire to get home quickly. 
Was there to be no restraint on clauffeurs 
who went thirty, fifty, or even sixty 
miles an hour, except the fear of penalty 
it they did any actual damage! They 
would very likely do no damage because, 
if these speeds were alowed, no one else 
would dare to use the road, except in 
fear and trembling, and every: hing would 
have to get out of their way. Did the 
public wish that the roads should be 
given up entirely to nrotors, or did they 
wish that motors were to be allowed to 
take their place among the ordinary 
traffic, on the condition that they were 
not driven at rates of speed which must 
inevitably interfere with the ordinary 
use of the road by ordinary people? It 
had been said that motor-cars would 


fordshire, Handsworth) could not agree | eventually drive horses and carriages off 


that identification was all that was | 
necessary. He had spent the Whitsun- | 
tide recess in the country, and there he | 
found in the minds of most people a| 
feeling of great exasperation against 
motor-cars. ‘This feeling was not confined 
to farmers, but extended to solicitors, 
doctors, and business men _ generally. 
The cars were driven in the most reckless 
manner, and frequently by women. 





Some of them might be experienced 
drivers, but many of them were not, and 
to see dangerous engines, for as such he 
regarded them, driven at high speed by 
beginners was too trying for the nerves of 
ordinary people. Identification was not 
enough: the speed must be limited. They 
desired not only to punish the people who 
did damage, but to protect persons who 
used the roads in the ordinary way. 
Cars were being built which could easily 
be run at the rate of sixty miles an hour : 
probably few Members realised what the 
speed of atrain going sixty miles an hour 
was like when looked at from outside the 
train. He had himself taken great interest 
in the speed of trains, and had often stood 
to watch the passage of trains at high 
speed. Anyone who would take the 
trouble to do that would realise at once 
that, if motor-cars were allowed to be 
driven at anything like that rate, they 





the roads altogether, but meanwhile he 
thought they were entitled to use the 
roads in decent comfort and safety. 


Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract) said he 
wished to protest against the great speed 
at which motor-cars were driven. He 
thought the danger would be increased 
and not decreased when motor-cars 
came more generally into use, and he 
urged the right hon. Gentleman to 
meet this danger in time. It had 
been suggested that there should be 
a sphere of danger and another sphere 
of comparative safety, but he thought 
those in the danger sphere would 
have a very bad time indeed. It was 
no use being able to recognise the 
number of a motor-car after they 
had been nearly killed, and the only 
effective way to deal with the question 
was to make cars illegal which ran 
at more than about fifteen or twenty 
miles an hour, or whatever speed was 
fixed as reasonable. He hoped some- 
thing of this kind would be done, 
otherwise what was now a_ great 
nuisance might become a great danger. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham) said he did not- 
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propose to vote for the reduction ot | he thought everybody would acknowledge 
the right hon. Gentleman’s salary, | that twelve miles an hour was a ridiculous 
because he did not believe that he!speed upon such a road. He did not 
had omitted to do anything which he | think anybody with a fast pair of horses 
could have done in this matter. He| would drive along a road like that with- 
thought, however, that something should | out exceeding that speed. He had every 
be done to stop what he believed was | confidence in the magistrates and authori- 
a growing evil. He did not object to | ties in country districts, and it should be 
motor-cars because they belonged to | left to them to decide in regard to furious 
rich people. The real question was | driving. If this were done, the motor- 
that the roads of England were made | 4° industry and the safety of the public 
for the people, and they should not be | would be in a much better position. 
monopolised by a certain section, no| They did not want to check the motow 
matter whether they belonged to the | car industry ; and any one who noticed 
poor or the rich. It appeared that no | how motor-cars were going, and how 
sooner did a motor-car cause an | ©oMvenient they were as a means of inter- 
accident than, instead of stopping to | Communication away from main lines of 
asist, the car drove off just as if nothing | railway, and how very much they added 
had happened. An hon. Member told | to the power of getting from place - 
him that his servant was driving a | place, could not doubt that they would he 
dogeart along the road when a motor- | very great addition to the power of 
car passed, and the horse shied and | Production in this country. If this 
got nearly over the hedge. Although attack on the motor-car industry led to 
eciir tla en. tom te tho: eee | legislation which would check that in- 
; 5 : | dustry, it would only cause it to increase 
it never stopped to give the slightest | in other countries, and in that way very 
assistance to the man in charge of the | cerious harm would be dove to this 
dogeart, although there was no one) .oyntry. 

else with him. Some means ought to | : 
be taken to stop that kind of thing. | 
He also agreed that excess of speed | 
should also be stopped. They should 
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Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) expressed 
the hope thatin any legislation the Govern- 
not allow anything to run at express ment introduced the right hon. Gentleman 
speed along a road which was meant would be fully cognisant of the enormous 
for people walking and driving. They | a or 
‘could not take even a dog out without -— ——— 
the danger of its being run over. It 'and would develop into an enormous 
. se ah oie al = fift mil industry in this country. Nevertheless, 
an oe rie a he ra “iid pa | he thought motor-car drivers should he 
pes ‘ : ‘ licensed, and they ought to be examined 
think there would be any interference | sah iheakie am eaamithesin: Dales: Wilidi die 
with the motor-car industry. If people | trusted with the driving of a motor-car. 
continued to use the roads like railway | i. sheet. Ot a ciabiientn bad team ins 
lines, to travel at sixty miles an hour, then | dated sa in: ten enh, coe of wee otal. 
the Government should do something to | duantie hits head a ieee Po esti 
stop what was a very serious matter. have pcre He the Local 

|Government Board would take that 

Mr. SEELY (Lincoln) said that | important matter into consideration in 
although he agreed that there should be | any Bill they might introduce. 
some means of identification, he could not | 
aoe eo - the — wong n | Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) 
een made with regard to speed. He | said that feeling in his constituency was 
thought three-quarters of their ditticulties very strong. The hon. Member below him 
were due to having fixed the speed, because | pad appealed to the House not to do any- 
whenever they fixed a maximum it had | thing that would check the motor-car 
g 2 y ae 7 j j i . ° . . 3 
T eee to a hog casi industry, but he wished to remind the 
agree F sgptosteaginethrttay h too quick | Committee that motor-cars were checking 
0 travel in some parts of the country, | snother great industry, and that was the 

. ’ o 
but there were some roads where they | production of horses. What they felt in 
could see seven or eight miles ahead, and | country districts was, that if a man drove 


Sir Frederick Banburu. 
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a horse furiously he was at once punished 
for it, and the same law ought to apply 
to motor cars. 

_ And, it being half-past Seven of the 
Clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again 
this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
SUPPLY [12TH ALLOTTED DAY}, 
Considered in Committee :— 
(In the Committee. ) 


(Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 
CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE. 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 
Cuass IT. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £136,907, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1904, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
the Local Government Board.” 


Whereupon Motion made, and Question 
proposed, “That Item A (Salaries) be 
reduced by £100, in respect of the Salary 
of the President of the Board.”—(lr. 
Cutheart I} SON. ) 


Mr. SPEAR, continuing his speech 
when the House resumed, said he desired 
to point out that a waggoner who drove 
his waggon without reins was amenable to 
the law, as was the farmer whose waggon 
was found in the road without the name 
heing legible on it, although chese offences 
were not half so dangerous to life and 
limb as a motor-car, which ought to be 
amenable to the same law. It had been 
suggested that the speed limit should be 
entirely removed, and that compensation 
should be paid for damage caused by 
furious driving. That was a_ proposal 
with which he had no sympathy. Any 
compensation that was paid for the death 
of a bread- winner was very poor 
indeed. He subinitted that it would be 
an extremely dangerous thing to do away 
with the speed limit. Stock which was 
being removed from one field to another 
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'was in danger from motor-cars. It 


seemed to be assumed by motorists that 
they could safely ride at greater speed 
in the country districts than in towns, 
but that was not the case, because hurses 
in towns were more used to motor-cars 
than in country districts. If a car were 
travelling at great speed. there was 
no time to get out and hold the horse’s 
head, or take any steps to prevent it 
taking fright. His constituency would 
not be satisfied unless the twelve-mile 
limit of speed was retained, and the 
cars were so numbered as to be easily 
identified. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman, in the Bill foreshadowed, 
would take care to protect the interests 
of pedestrians and all users of the roads. 
It was unfair that motorists should en- 
danger the roads tor those who had 
hitherto maintained them. 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
said this was a question of the most 
serious character, and he was in entire 
agreement with all that had been said 
by the hon. Member for Tavistock, 
and in order to give the hon. Member 
an opportunity of supporting his observa- 
tions by his vote, he would support a 
reduction of the Vote by £100. He 
lived in the same county as the hon. 
Gentleman The roads in that county 
were extremely narrow, and therefore 
the regulation of motor-cars was a most 
important question. No one would 
deny that the present position of things 
was extremely unsatisfactory. The law, 
as it existed, was broken by everybody, 
from the Prime Minister downwards. 
A motorist seemed to think he could 
go at any pace he liked so long as he 
could escape a fine. There was no 
demand on the part of trades which 
availed themselves of the use of motor- 
cars for any increase in the speed limit. 
The only agitation came from people 
who motored for pleasure. The speed 
limit should, in his opinion, be the same 
all over the country, except that it 
might, perhaps, be relaxed on some of 
the great roads. There was an immense 
amount of difference between horse 
locomotion and motor locomotion. With 
motor driving there was only one brain 
to depend upon, but in horse driving 
there were two. In the case of two 
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men who had dined not wisely but too 
well, the one who went home in a motor 
had to depend upon himself, andthe course 
he took in the circumstances assumed 
might be of a very peculiar character ; 
but the man who went home in a trap 
had not only his own brain but that of 
his horse to depend upon, and there were 
many steady old horses which could not 
be induced to run on the wrong side of the 
road, when a vehicle had to be passed, 
however hard the wrong rein was pulled. 
He looked upon the motor craze as a 
most dangerous form of amusement. He | 
thought the President of the Local | 
Government Board would only be doing | 
his duty to the public if he took prompt | 
steps to protect those who used the public | 
roads, and for whom the roads were 
originally made. 





| 


| 

Mr. PIKE PEASE(Darlington) desired 
to emphasise the necessity of registra- 
tion. Of course it was a difficult matter, 
but there were one or two points which 
had not been brought forward which 
might have overcome any difficulty in 
the way of registration. The other day 
a man he knew very well was riding 
out on his horse when a motor-car 
passed and the horse shied. The rider 
was thrown on to the pavement. Two 
men from the car carried him into his 
house and then got into the car again 
and went on, refusing to give their 
names. Tlie injured man was dead in 
less than an hour. Such a case showed 
that it was absolutely necessary that | 
some legislation should be framed in | 
regard to the registration of motor-cars. 
He would like to advocate that certifi- | 
cates should be issued to the drivers of 
motor-cars. There were only a few men 
in the country at the present time, | 
expert cyclists, who could drive motors 
with safety :t the rate of sixty miles an 
hour. He was not in favour of a time 
limit. He believed it was impossible 
satisfactorily to fix a time limit, and he 
believed it was impossible to fix a time 
limit which would be satisfactory to the 
people of the country. As one who had 
had some experience of living within 
thirty miles of London, he testified that 
the motor-car was at present a great 
nuisance to the vast majority of the 
people of this country. He hoped the 


Mr. Soures. 


} 


| 


| 
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right hon. Gentleman would bring in a 
measure to deal with the matter at an 
early date. 
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Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.) said he was in agreement with 


the hon. Member for Lincoln, and 
believed the time limit to be a 
mistake. A fixed speed was apt to be 


regarded as a minimum speed. He 
thought the best course would be to 
apply the same rules to motor-cars as 
to other vehicles with regard to furious 
driving and the rule of the road. He 
was at perfect liberty if he were riding a 

orse, and was the only person in the 
road, to gallop as hard as he liked, but if 
he were to drive through a market 
town at ten or even eight miles an hour 
he would be very soon hauled up. He 
quite agreed as to the intelligence of a 
horse. Whenever he went to social and 
political gatherings, which were very 
tiring, he always went on horseback, 
because when they were over he could 
always get on his horse and go com- 
fortably to sleep and be taken safely 
home. He did not know whether it was 
because chwuffeurs were often foreigners, 
but motor-cars seemed to be always on 
the wrong side of the road. He hoped 
to see all motor-cars numbered in very 
large and plain figures. and licences 
required for drivers. Fines were no 
deterrent to rich owners, and he hoped 
that the magistrates would impose not 


_ merely fines, but terms of impmsonment 


on those who infringed the law. 


*GeENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest) said it did not appear 
to him a very logical proceeding to. 
move the reduction of tlie right hon. 
Gentleman’s salary because he proposed 
to bring in a Bill to deal with this 
matter. What he had been struck by 
most was the fact that motor-car 
drivers apparently had the idea that 
they were a privileged body entitled to 
do what no other person was entitled to 
do. Other people recognised that they 
had to meet the elements up to the 
speed of a horse, but the occupants of 
motor-cars started out with goggles and 
mask, as a preparation for the high 
speed they proposed to travel, thus 
deliberately breaking the law. All 
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vehicles should be made to comply with 
the same rule. It was necessary, too, 
that there should be some power of 
arresting offenders ; it was no use sum- 
moning a man who had given a false name 
and address. He knew of a case where a 
constable had noticed a car travelling in 
the Regent’s Park at a great pace, and 
in four minutes it came round again. He 
stopped the car and asked the occupant 
if he knew that he had travelled three 
miles in four minutes. “ Yes,” was the | 
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mile ahead, but in ordinary roads there 
was as much necessity for speed limit for 
motor-cars as there was for horses and 
vehicles. Motor-cars he: believed had 
come to stay, and he admitted they had 
many advantages. They «uickened 
transit, and they all hoped that in the 
future they would play a very great part 
in tak ng agricultural produce to market, 
but there was no necessity for enormous 
speed. In country lanes where there 
was no path to get out of the; way a 








answer, “I was just trying to see what | mutor-car driving at great speed would 
my motor could do.” The constable | be very dangerous to old men who were 
took the name and address of the/deaf. They ought not to place people in 
occupant of the motor-car and sum-/danger because they were deaf, or 
moned him, and it was found that both | crippled, or old. He was not an enemy 
mame and address were false. What! to motor-cars, but he believed that they 
was the use of that! Unless some| were the truest friends of their use who 
means were found of regulating motor- | desired to place restrictions upon their 
cars they would arouse general hate. | speed. 

We were told already that nails were | 

put on the roads to puncture the tyres | *\p BULL (Hammersmith) said he 
The chauffeur did not care for the rule| had been a motorist for some years, and 
of the road; he sounded his horn and|}. had never yet been fined. He was 
expected everyone to get out of the | convinced that the future of the motor 
way. He hoped the right hon. Gentle- | industry in England depended upon the 
man would take care that motor-cars | nature of the restrictions placed on the 
were obliged to conform to the same use of the cars. The q iestion of speed 
Tules as other vehicles which used the | jimit must be very carefully considered 
roads. |indeed. He was in favour of abolishing 
|the speed limit altogether. It would 
| be remembered that when bieveles first 
shire, Radcliffe) said motor-cars as at| became popular there was a similar 
present driven were a danger to | outery as to their speed. He believed 
the public, particularly children and| the Thames Conservancy had always 
those who were crippled or deaf. Deaf | declined to lay downa speed for launches. 
people, in his opinion, had as much right | The responsibility as to what was sa‘e 
to live as people who were not deaf. It| was the business of the owner and 
was not arich ora poor person’s question. |engineer. If they put the same 
It was a question between those who for | responsibility on the person driving 
the time being had command of artificial| a car as to what was safe in town or 
power, and those who had animals or|country then he believed that with 
worked their own vehicles or who| heavy penalties for reckless driving 
travelled on foot. Restrictions should|they would have the true solution of 
affect motor bicycles as well. ‘this difficulty. {mn what had appeared 


*Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR (Lanca- 


There was | 
a temptation, no doubt, to go at a great |in the Press lately on the question of 
speed because it was so easy to attain | speed, forty miles an hour had been 
that speed by turning a handle. He| referred to as quite an ordinary speed 
was sorry to read that the President of | for motor cars to travel. He could 
the Local Government Board had said | assure the Committee that that was 
that there should be no limit to speed. | quite an exceptional speed for motors. 
He could not see any reason for such a| An hon. Member had spoken of motors 
remark. People in country districts travelling at sixty miles an hour. He 
needed protection as well as those in| ventured to say that very few motorists 
towns. There should be speed limit | ever dared to travel at a speed of that 
everywhere. Exceptions might be made! kind. He was in favour of cars being 
in open roads where they could see a| marked either behind or on the side 
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for identification. He believed that 
motors were going to revolutionise the 
trade of the country. 
use would solve some of the difficulties 


in regard to housing, and the taking | 
dairy | 


of farm produce, especially 


produce, from farms into towns. A 


Departmental Committee on Highways | 


of which he had the honour to be a 
member was now sitting considering, 
among other things, this very question. 
It was difficult to realise that there had 
been no great new highways made in 
England for a hundred years providing 
communication between one town and 
another. This question was being con- 
sidered with the view of seeing whether 
any alterations and additions should be 
made in regard to highways, looking to 
the changes which had taken place in 
the methods of locomotion. 


traftic could be obtained by fixing a limit 
of speed. He firmly believed the solution 
of the difficulty was to be found in 
refusing to lay down a limit altogether. 


Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prestwich) 
said that in his opinion for the safety of 
the public twelve miles an hour was 

uite fast enough fora motor-car. When 
ieee with the question as to the diffi- 
culty children had in getting out of the 
way of motor-cars, an hon. Gentleman 
said that children had no prescriptive 
right to claim the road. 
going along the road to school had as 
much right to the road as the rich man 
in his motor-car. There were many 
villages where the doors of cottages 


opened directly on to the road, and to, 
travel past these doors at high speed was 


most dangerous. Because afew wealthy 
men liked to use the roads for sport 
the general public ought not to be 
endangered. 


Mr. MURRAY (Coventry) said 
appeared to him that some of the hon. 
Members who had taken part in the 
debate had a fixed and rooted objection 


He believed their | 


He did not | 
think the proper regulation of motor car | 


Every child | 
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_ legislation on this subject. An enormous 
industry was represented by motor-cars, 
and he believed there was a great future 
betore it. Motor-cars had come to stay, 
and it must be borne in mind that they 
had not yet reached the highest point of 
utility in a commercial way. He hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would not be 
led astray by suggestions as to extreme 
speed limits ; it would be far better to 
leave it to magistrates to say what was 
dangerous to the public. 


Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester. 
shire, Stroud) said he was not at all sure 
that he was in favour of legislation to 
limit the rate of speed, for the reason 
that he did not see how they were going 
to carry itout. What hedid think should 
be done if this motor-car industry was to 
progress in the country was to cultivate 
a better feeling among those who used 
motor-cars. He thought the Automobile 
Club could do a considerable amount in 
that way. Everyone must have had 
experience of what he must call the bad 
manners of those who drove in motor- 
cars. Only yesterday in Gloucester Road 
he saw an old gentleman with the 
greatest difficulty escape a motor-car. 
Instead of receiving any sympathy from 
the motor-car driver he was abused. In 
his own case he had been driving a young 
horse when a motor-car came along, and 
when he nearly put the animal into a 
ditch the driver of the car only laughed. 
In another case a little girl was out 
leading a dog. A motor-car came along 
and killed the dog, and the driver went 
on paying no attention to what had 
happened. These instances showed how 
motor-car driving became unpopular. 
He thought motor-car drivers should be 
certificated. He understood that it was 
| exceedingly difficult to drive straight at 
|a high speed. There should be on all 
cars a ready means of identification. 


it | 


| *Mr. FITZROY (Northamptonshire,S.) 
| expressed the hope that the President of 
the Local Government Board would deal 














to the whole system of motor-cars | with this matter at the earliest oppor- 
generally. The attitude they took up|tunity. He had received several letters 
did nothing to promote a solution of the from members of his constituency asking 
questions which had been raised as to him to press the matter. Many people 
use of the cars. He earnestly joined in| approached this subject with a deep- 
the appeal to the President of the Local | seated antipathy to motor-cars. But 
Government Board to introduce useful | he did not associate himself with these. 


Mr. Bull 
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He believed that motors were an in- 
vention of great importance and had 
a great future before them for the public 
good. 
right hon. Gentleman would frame laws 
which in the main they would be able to 
carry out and which the magistrates 
would be able to enforce. As the law 
stood with regard to limitation of 
speed, it was impossible to carry it 
out. There was no good in putting 
a limit of speed on motor-cars if 
they allowed them to run at all. As it 
was. unless they were personally ac- 
quainted with the driver or knew him 
by sight, it was impossible to identify 
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him, or bring home to him any 
damage he might have done.  Regis- 
tration and numbering of motor- 


cars was the way of getting over these 
difficulties. He hoped therefore that 
this appeal from the Committee would 
strengthen the right hon. Gentleman's 
hand in bringing in a Bill which would 
have the effect of making the roads safe 
for all who might use them. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford) said that a time limit was absurd, 
because all thatthe motor-car driver hadto 
dowhen hesaw apolicemanin the distance 
was just to touch asmall switch. and the 
speed of the car was immediately eased, 
making it impossible for the policeman 
to tell really what the speed was. The 
man who drove recklessly to the common 
danger of the public was a man to be 
punished. That was the common sense 
of the whole thing, and to reach that 
desirable end care must be taken that it 
was easy to identify the car and the 
. motorist. Cars should never turn 
corners at a high speed. But on a clear 
road a car could surely go more than 
twelve miles an hour without causing 
danger. With a time limit there was 
always conflicting evidence. A policeman 
had come into collision with his motor- 
car—(laughter)—he meant that a police- 
man declared that his car was travelling 
at a greater speed than twelve miles an 
hour, and had nearly knocked him 
down. The magistrate dismissed the 
case against him, especially when he told 
his honour what his name was, and that 
his address was ‘‘The House of 
Commons.” The policeman imagined 
that he was wishing to conceal 
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his address, but the magistrate said 
that a better address could not have 
been given. [Laughter] He could 
assure hon. Members who seemed to be 
amused, that he was not trying to hide 
himself behind his address in the House 
of Commons. He wished to call the at- 
tention of his right hon. friend to the 
great danger which arose from some car 
drivers using excessive lighting on the 
road. It was not necessary to have 
these tremendous lights ; they were not 
useful to the driver if he went at a 
reasonable speed at night. They had 
heard of a horse being frightened by a 
car and hanging with its fore legs on 
one side of a hedge, and its hind legs on 
the other side; but such an event was 
an exception. Personally, he had had 
varied experience in driving his car in 
his own constituency. On one occasion 
he happened to pass a carriage containing 
a lady, and he at once stopped, as the 
horse appeared to be frightened. He got 
out of his car and led the horse safely 
past, and he had had the hearty support 
of the lady eversince. On another occa 
sion he was nearly assaulted by a gentle- 
man, who said that he was going at a 
highly dangerous speed. 


There was a good deal of misconcep- 


tion in regard to motor-cars, and 
he was glad that the right hon. 
Gentleman was going to introduce 
a Bill on the subject, because he 


was sure that the right hon. Gentleman 
himself had driven a motor-car at a 
higher speed than thirty miles an hour. 
It was an anomaly that the right hone 
Gentleman should introduce a Bill, and 
that another Department would have 
the duty of enforcing it when passed 
into law. That drove him to the con- 
clusion that there ought to be a revision 
of the work of all the Departments. 
The motor-car industry was one of the 
most important inthe country. Millions 
had been spent abroad for cars which 
might have been spent here. Then 
there was the important question of car 
transport inthe army. They were only 
at the commencement of a very big indus- 
try, but he did not think that the future 
of motor-cars meant that horses would 
be useless, or that the value of horses 
would go down in consequence. Farmers 
who found it impossible at present to 
convey their produce to market, 
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owing to the excessive railway rates, 


ought to hail with pleasure’ the 
fact that cheap transport could 
be provided by means of motor- 


cars. If the industry was crippled by 
laws which were based on prejudice, it 
would have the effect of compelling 
people to obtain their cars from abroad, 
and would throw this country back many 
vears. As it was, we were behind other 
nations in utilising motor-cars for many 
purposes. He was rather sceptical as to 
whether his right hon. friend would be 
able to introduce his Bill this Session ; 
but when it was introduced, he hoped 
that it would not contain any limitation 
of speed, but embrace regulations as to 
lights, and penalties on those who had 
not the courage to stop when they had 
had an accident. A motor-car was by no 
means the dangerous thing sometimes 
imagined. A good deal had been said 
about cars running over dogs. He had 
been most unlucky in running over one 
or two dogs, but he had never killed one 
yet. Ifthe law were sensibly amended 
he was certain that it would give a fillip 
to the motor-car industry, benefit the 
country, and bring us up to the same 
level as other nations. 


Mr.CULLINAN (Tipperary,S.) said he 
should be very sorry if the horse-breeding 
industry in Ireland was injured by the 
extension of the use of motor-cars. He 
expected, however, a great deal of benefit 
from the introduction of motor-cars into 
Ireland for the purpose of carrying 
agricultural produce. In large towns and 
cities horses soon got accustomed to 
engines and motor-cars ; but it should 
not be forgotten that undoubtedly great 
dangers were to be feared in country 
districts to horses and other animals who 
were not accustomed to the motor-cars. 
Motor-cars should be numbered, and the 
police should have the same power over 
them as they possessed over the ordinary 
Irish horse-car, which bore the name and 
address of the owner. An hon. Gentle- 
man had said that the police would not be 
able to find out whether a car was going 
at an excessive speed ; but he undertook 
to say that, now that the police were to 
be reduced in Ireland, if they brought over 
here Irish policemen, they would very soon 
find out whether the speed was excessive or 
not. He was certainly opposed to the 
driving of motor-cars at an excessive 
speed. 


Mr. Louis Sinclair. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG said that before 
approaching the absorbing topic which 
the Committee had now been discussing, 
he desired to say a word or two in regard 
to two subjects introduced in the early 
part of the afternoon. The hon. Member 
for Woolwich asked him whether he had 
announced his intention of abolishing 
Boards of Guardians, and to transfer 
their administration to other local bodies. 
He had never made any statement of the 
kind. He believed the misunderstanding 
was due to some general remarks on the 
subject of local government, in which he 
had indicated his opinion that the way to 
strengthen and economise local govern- 
ment was to reduce the number of local 
bodies ; but he never suggested or con- 
templated the abolition of Boards of 
Guardians, which were a_ special and 
distinct branch of local administration. 
An hon. Gentleman had asked him about 
the administration of out-door relief, but 
that did not come within the purview of 
his administrative Department. He 
wished to say that he had made no 
attack on the Royal Commission on the 
Disposal of Sewage. He had suggested 
that they had been, perhaps, a little too 
long in making their Report ; but he had 
also said that they had made a very 
valuable interim Report, and that had 
given him reason to believe that the 
members of the Commission were much 
interested in the great and serious prol- 
lems connected with sewage, and that 
they were not to blame for any delay in 
the presentation of their final Report. 
He now came to the very important 
question which they had been discussing 
for the last three or four hours. The 
Motor-Car Question was important for 
more reasons than one. Last year there 
was a Debate upon it, and the right hon. 
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' Member for Sleaford suggested that there 


should be legislation, and he was 
supported by several Members. Before 
that Debate he believed that there was 
very considerable opposition in many 
quarters of the House to any Bill dealing 
with motor-cars in a comprehensive 
manner. He was surprised at the recep- 
tion which that remark met with in the 
House. In his reply, after pointing out 
certain difficulties which surrounded the 
Question, he said—- 

‘‘Tam very glad indeed that the House of 
Commons appears to be unanimous in favour 


of an alteration of the law, which would compel 
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motor-cars to carry some means of identi- 
fication, and to enable them to go at any pace 
they like without danger to the public.’ 
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That remark met with no opposition in 
the House. and no criticism in the Press 
or amongst the public outside, and he 
had every reason to believe that on 
these lines legislation would be regarded 
as being non-controversial. But how 
completely feeling had changed since 
that time! That night they had had 
an interesting debate, and everyone who 
had listened to it must realise that the 
majority of those who had spoken had, 
without hesitation, strongly opposed any 
relaxation of the limits which were now 
imposed on the speed at which motor- 
ears might go. That objection was due 
entirely to the fact that the users of 
motor - ears had, during the last few 
months, or at least a certain number of 
them, been so reckless in regard to public 
safety and public comfort, that they had 
undoubtedly aroused in the public mind 
feelings which it was impossible for the 
House to ignore. A short time ago all 
that was required was that there should 
be reasonable means of identifying the 
user of a motor-car, and that he should 
have due regard to publie safety, and 
that, subject tothat, he should beallowed 
to use the car as he liked, but now a 
strong feeling of indignation had grown 
up at what people believed to be an abuse 
of those privileges. The views expressed 
in that House had only been a taint echo 
of the views lately expressed in the 
leading journals. Let them read the 
correspondence published in Zhe Times 
and The Daily Telegraph and the Yorkshire 
Post in the last few weeks. Let them 
read the letters innumerable which had 
appeared in the London and provincial 
press, and they would be convinced that 
the public mind was deeply exercised on 
the question. If there had been disagree- 
ment as to the form which the reform 
should take, there had been absolute 
agreement in the House that night 
as to the necessity for legislation. 


A short time ago the difficulty that was 
anticipated as being the most serious 
was the opposition ot the users of motor- 
cars to what some of them regarded, 
and he thought wrongly regarded, as 
the degrading obligation of carrying a 
distinguishing mark. He desired to say, 


however, that his hon. friend the Member | 
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for the New Forest, who was a pioneer 
in the motor movement, had rendered 
throughout the most loyal and useful 
assistance alike to the users of motors 
and the public in general, because not 
only had he invariably approached the 
question as a motorist with a strong 
regard for the public safety, but with a 
recognition of the difficulties of the case, 
which he was sorry to say had not been 
found in many other quarters, where it 
might be looked for. He desired, there- 
fore, to thank the hon. Member tor the 
assistance he had given him in dealing 
with that difficult question. He had 
been taken to task both inside and out- 
side that House because of some remarks 
he had recently made on the subject in 
the country when he indicated that he 
believed now, as he did twelve months 
ago, that if they were going to deal 
satisfactorily with this unquestioned 
difficulty they could only do so by 
securing—as they had to meet every 
possible cause of danger to the public— 
that the offender should be easily 
identified, and by throwing upon the 
individual the full and undivided respon- 
sibility for the protection of the public 
safety. He thought that hon Gentle- 
men who attached importance to the 
speed limit did not realise what the 
speed limit was. He had discussed the 
question with the chief constables who 
had had to carry out the law, some of 
them successfully, some without success. 
They one and all told him that the real 
danger to the public consisted, not in 
going twenty or thirty miles an hour 
along an open road, when the driver 
could see three or four miles in 
front of him, but in going probably 
even at less than twelve miles an hour 
when approaching dangerous corners. 
A policeman who saw a motorist ap- 
proaching a dangerous corner at a 
speed of twelve miles an hour had no 
power to stop or interfere with him, for 
by statute they had told the man he 
could go at that pace. But twelve 
miles an hour would be more dangerous 
in some parts of a road than thirty in 
another. The evidence he had been 
able to collect pointed to the fact that, 
in the first place, they must make it 
quite easy to identify the offender. It 


| was said—‘ What is the use of a distin- 


guishing mark? Some of these drivers, 
2B 
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who have been the cause of the present | drove them must be responsible that they 
difficulty, who disregard all the laws of used their cars not only so as to avoid 


good taste and everything else, and 
drive as and where they like, will not 
hesitate to conceal their number, and 
the dust of the road will cover it up.” 
It was possible that here and there 
there might be an_ escape from 
justice, either by fraudulent action on 
the part of the driver or by the accident 
of dust on the road; but in the great 
majority of cases it would be quite 
easy to find whether a man had his 
car marked ornot. They had evidence 
to show that drivers, even when they 
had actually caused injury, had escaped, 
but he believed that in ninety-nine cases 
out of 100, if they made the numbers 
sufficiently conspicuous on the front and 
back or on the side of a car, they would 
find that the offender would be capable 
of identification. It had been said by 
some speakers that this was a demand 
by the owners of motor-cars who were 
rich to be allowed to drive as fast as 
they liked. He did not hesitate to say 
that in his judgment the roads of this 
country were not made for traffic 
of that kind, and were not suited 
for driving at a pace of twenty, thirty, 
or forty miles an hour. There were, how- 
ever, roads, particularly the Lincoln and 
Bath road, and the road across Salisbury 
Plain, where they could see for miles in 
front of them, where there were no 
hedges and no ditches, and where motor- 
ing was as safe for the general public as 
it was for the person in the car. In such 
cases it was obvious that to impose a 
restriction on the speed limit would be to 
impose a restriction which would never 
be carried out, and the users of the motor 
cars would disregard them not only when 
it was safe to do so, but also when it was 
dangerous. Would it not be wiser to 
put a driver of a motor car in the same 
position as everybody else, and tell him, 
“We do not say that twelve miles an 


hour, or ten or twenty miles, is safe for | 


you to go. We leave you to produce 
your machine, and drive it, but we ims 
pose on you the strictest limitations as to 
the regard you must have for the public 
safety ?” They were bound to have re- 


gard to the fact that, if they drove a 
conveyance which was capable of being 
driven much faster than a horse-drawn 
“vehicle, and of being brought to a high 
speed at a moment’s notice, those who 


Mr. Walter Long. 


injury to life and limb, but with the 
least possible‘ injury to the comfort and 
convenience of the public generally on 
the road, and beside the road. 

It was said that children ought not to 
playintheroad. Undoubtedly, they ought 
not, but the fact remained that they did. 
He knew from his own experience that they 
were often very frightened by the motor- 


cars passing through the village. But 
the twelve-mile-an-hour limit did not 


make it any better for them ; it was just 
as much a source of danger to the child 
in the street as a speed of fifteen or 
twenty miles. What they wanted was 
to secure identification, to secure the 
means by which the police cou! tell who 
a person breaking the law was. Subject 
to that he believed the wisest policy 
would be to treat motor drivers as other 
people, and take care that if they did 
injury or endangered the public safety, 
they should be responsible, and should be 
made amenable for their acts. There 
had been a very wide difference of opinion 
expressed as to possible legislation, 
and he had received a great many letters 
on the subject. He had been told that 
there would be strenuous opposition to 
taking off the speed limit ; and that those 
who were opposed to such a course would 
stop at nothing in the opposition they 
would offer to legislation of that character. 
What was the prospect of legislation ! 
The debate that night had shown that 
the chances of passing a Bill in the 
present session were extremely small. 
The divergencies of opinion regarding 
speed limit were very great, and discus- 
sion on the subject would be very acute. 
Besides, there was a great amount of 
legislation already on the Table of the 
House. There was, of course, absolute 
unanimity as to the necessity. The diffi- 
culty was: What form should it take ? 
He was hopeful that the discussion they 
had had would be useful, and, without 
committing the Government to any 
particular course in regard to legislation, 
he recognised the demand for it, and 
that, unless such legislation were passed 
to check abuses in the use of this means 
of locomotion, a feeling of hostility to 
motor-cars would arise, which he would 
be sorry to see, for he quite believed 
they had come to stay, and were going 
to play an important and useful part in 
locomotion, especially in rural districts 


























721 Supply—-Civil Services and 


not well served by railways. If the use 
of them was abused, if no proper check 
were placed on them, the public would 
step in and interfere, and that he thought 
would be much to be deplored; that 
should, if possible, be avoided. He 
hoped the discussion would help to 
bring about a compromise that would 
settle the question, which he ad- 
mitted called for urgent treatment. 


Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 
regretted deeply that the right hon. 
Gentleman could not see his way clear 
to introduce legislation this session. He 
could not understand why a Bill on the 
subject, so urgently needed, shou'd be 
further postponed. The right hon. 
Gentleman seemed to think there had 
been a remarkable change of opinion on 
the subject both in and out of the 
House of Commons, but he apparently 
over-rated that change or mis-stated its 
direction, because, so far as he had been 
able to gather, the debate had shown 
absolute unanimity as to the immediate 
need for change, in the interests of the 
safety of the public, in the present laws 
affecting these vehicles. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I recognised 
that; but I pointed out that there was 
great divergence of opinion as to the 
form legislation should take. 


Mr. CHAPLIN could not help re- 
gretting the doubting accents in 
which the right hon. Gentleman had 
expressed himself as to the possibility of 
introducing legislation this session. He 
himself was originally responsible for the 
introduction of the measure dealing with 
motor-cars. But since that time this 
form of locomotion had been absolutely 
revolutionised. At the time that law 
was passed fifteen-and-a-half miles an 
hour was the fastest any of these cars 
had travelled in a race or otherwise. 
Three years ago they went fifty-three- 
and-a-half miles an hour, and now he 
did not exaggerate when he said they 
went between sixty and seventy, and 
even eighty miles an hour. He had 
been in one that went seventy miles an 
hour, and he sincerely hoped he would 
never go in another. Personally, he 
thought it absolutely monstrous that on 
the King’s highway, where everyone had 
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equal rights, cars should be able to 
travel at the excessive speeds it was 
known that many of them attained, 
regardless of the safety and comfort of 
the public. It was the recklessness with 
which some of these cars were driven by 
individuals, and their utter disregard of 
public opinion and public safety, that 
had caused their unpopularity in certain 
quarters. The question was what kind 
of law there should be on the subject. 
He ventured to suggest that all motors 
should be put under the law that 
applied to ocher vehicles and furiout 
driving. with this accompaniment, that 
there should be penalties added of 
sufficient severity to insure attention 
to the law. That was absolutely 
essential, and surely it was not beyond 
the powers of statesmanship to carry it 
out ? He would like also to see a system 
introduced by which all those who drove 
such vehicles should be obliged to be 
licensed, and should be the holders of 
certificates showing them to be 
thoroughly efficient. 


As to 
course, gave 


the speed limit, that, of 
rise to a great deal 
of difference of opinion, and some 
Members seemed to think that no 
motor car should ever be allowed to be 
driven at more than twelve miles an 
hour. He was bound to say he regarded 
that as unreasonable. That speed on 
an open road might be admissible and 
not likely to do anyone any harm, but 
in a village it would be otherwise, and 
might be disastrous in a crowded town. 
He, therefore, would be entirely in 
favour of doing away with that speed 
limit, and for this reason, that ex- 
perience had proved that the law as 
it stood was absolutely useless and 
‘totally ineffective for the public safety. 
Therefore. in the interests of the safety 
of the public, the time had come when 
there ought to be a change. There 
was, in his judgment, a real imperative 
necessity for a change. When they 
knew, as they did know; that most dis- 
tinguished people, even Prime Ministers, 
were constantly being fined for breaking 
the law, surely the time had come when 
things should be put on a somewhat 
different footing. He entirely agreed 
with almost everything that fell from 
his right hon. friend as to what ought 
to be done at the present time. He 
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sympathised with his right hon. friend’s 
views ; and he thought that if those 
views were put in the form of a Bill 
they would make the groundwork of a 
very good measure indeed. His right 
hon. friend said that there would be no 
chance of passing it during the present 
session ; but he would suggest to his 
right hon. friend to introduce the Bill 
in another place. That would have one 
effect, at all events. It would enable 
his right hon. friend to ascertain what 
was the general feeling in the mind of 
the public in regard to this question ; it 
would give him a good ‘ueans of testing 
public opinion ; and if it were not possible 
to pass the Bill this year, it would help 
him to pass it another year. With great 
regard for his right hon. friend, he 
thought there would be cause for great 
disappointment if there was to be no 
attempt on the part of the Government 
t» deal with this question during the 
present session, the hope having been held 
out last year that it would be dealt with. 
A change was inevitably necessary ; and 
why, under those circumstances, there 
could be any objection, at all events to 
introduce a Bill and pass it in another 
place, and if possible in this House also, 
he could not see. He hoped his right 
hon. friend would take courage, and 
before the end of the session make an 
effort to deal with the question. 
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Mr. CATHCART WASOWN said 


although he did not agree with 
all the views expressed by the 
President of the Board of Trade, 


he recognised the care and attention 
which the right hon. Gentleman was 
giving to this important matter; and, 
therefore, he asked leave to withdraw 
the Amendment. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


THE PUBLIC HEALTH. 


KEARLEY (Devonport) said 


Mr. 


the Committee had been discussing a 
Mr. Chaplin. 
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| tion from official sources. 
' the attention of the Committee and the 
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question concerning the safety of the 
people. He now proposed to make a 
few observations affecting the health of 
the people. He was glad of the oppor- 
tunity of bringing the question forward, 


because the President of the Board of 
Trade had taken a great interest in the 
administration of the Food Adulteration 
Acts. In 1899, the right hon. Gentle- 
man introduced a Bill which was now 
an Act of Parliament. The working of 
that Act, in many ways, had been most 
beneficial. It strengthened the hands 
of the Local Government Board, and 
gave them power to compel the Local 
authority to perform their part in the 
administration of the Act. The figures 
in the Report of the Local Government 
Board unmistakably confirmed what 
they said when the Act was passed, 
namely, that the surest way to get an 
efficient administration of the Acts was 
to insist upon the local authorities taking 
a great number of samples. The figures in 
the Report of the Local Government Board 
showed unmistakably that where activity 
was exercised in taking a considerable 
number of samples, there the percentage 
of adulteration diminished. In London 
one sample was taken for every 291 per- 
sons, whereas in the country only one 
sample was taken for every 536 persons 
Therefore, there was still room for con- 
siderable improvement in forcing on the 
attention of the local authorities the ex- 
treme necessity of making their officers 
active and diligent in taking samples. 
That was the only possible way of 
reducing adulteration. Twenty years 
ago the number of samples. taken was re- 
latively small, and the percentage of 
adulteration was 16°2 per cent. Now 
the percentage has fallen to 8°8 per cent. 
In a general way, the Act was working 
beneficially, but there was still plenty of 
room forimprovement. What he desired 


to call attention to particularly was the 
| adulteration of milk in London, and he 


would offer the Committee only informa- 
He would call 


right hon. Gentleman to the Annual 
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Report of the Local Government Board. 
The Committee would remember that quite 
recently the Board of Agriculture set up 
a2 presumptive standard of purity for 
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milk. Many thought that that standard 
was unduly low. It was not a high 
standard; and if the percentage of 


adulteration still remained high, it could 
not be alleged there was any difficulty in 
conforming to the standard. But in Lon- 
don, according to the Local Government 
Board Report, the adulteration of milk was 
simply rampant. The average percentage 
of adulteration in the twenty largest towns 
excluding London, was 8°3 per cent. ; in 
the whole of the Metropolis it was 15-2. 
The adulteration consisted mainly in 


extracting the cream from the milk, in. 
adding water, and, in many cases, pre-. 
Everyone understood what 


servatives. 
an important article of food milk was, 
and how necessary it was in the interests 
of the consumer that the supply should 
be pure. How were the metropolitan 
boroughs administering the Act? In 
the City of London the percentage of 
adulteration found in the number of 
samples taken was 21 per cent. ; in St. 
Pancras, 34 per cent.; in Shoreditch, 


30 per cent. ; and in Hackney about 36 | 


per cent. He wished to show what 
could be done by the efficient administra- 
tion of the Act. In Manchester, which 
was the second largest town in the 
Kingdom, the Act had been administered 
efficiently for several years. The Cor- 
poration of Manchester had been engaged 
for ten or twelve years in waging a 
campaign against the adulteration of 
milk, with the result that the percentage 
of adulteration was something about 
34 per cent., whereas in London, on 


the very threshold of the headquarters | 


of the Loca] Government Board, it was 


over 15 per cent. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG said that action 
should be taken by the Board of Agri- 
culture and not by the Local Government 
Board. 


Mr. KEARLEY said that surely the 
right hon. Gentleman would not deny 
that the Act gave joint power to the 
Local Government Board and the Board 
of Agriculture. Ifthe right hon. Gentle- 
man looked up the Act, he would find 
that his Department was conjointly re- 
sponsible with the Board of Agriculture. 
The Board of Agriculture was introduced 
because some hon. Members had some 
doubts as to whether the Local Govern- 
ment Board alone would be the best body 
to enforce the Act, The present state of 
affairs in London should not be allowed 
to continue. The right hon. Gentleman 
had power to send his own inspectors 
around the Metropolitan area to see that 
the Act was properly carried out, and he 
ought to exercise that power. The 
right hon. Gentleman had stood before 
the House for many years as the friend 
of agriculture. He believed the right 
hon. Gentleman wished well to the 
agricultural industry; and he should 
take action in this matter. As the result 
of adulteration, the consumers of milk in 


| London were paying £30,000 a year, in 


return for which they did not get milk 
but water. The right hon. Gentleman 
scarcely seemed to realise that he had 
those powers under the Act he himself 
passed. Inspectors should be specially 
appointed by the Local Government 
Board in order that the present serious 
adulteration of milk in London might be 
If the right hon. Gentle- 
man followed the example of Manchester 
he would be doing a splendid work for 
London in eliminating, or at all events 
reducing, the existing adulteration. The 
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offenders should be prosecuted, and, if | 
necessary, imprisoned. It was a great | 
scandal that in the Metropolis, under the | 
very eyes of the right hon. Gentleman | 
and his Department, such an amount of | 
adulteration should be allowed to exist 
without any steps being taken to stamp 
the evil out. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would be able to give him a 
satisfactory answer. He was, however, 
rather surprised that the right hon. 
Gentleman had overlooked the fact that 
his Department, together with the Board 
of Agriculture, was responsible for ad- 
ministering the Act. 


*Mr. PARTINGTON (Derbyshire, High 
Peak) said that the question of the 
medical charges for vaccination was 
brought forward last year, when the 
right hon. Gentleman said that he was 
considering certain payments made in 
He should be | 


respect of vaccination. 
glad to know if the right hon. Gentleman 
had done anything to reduce those. 
enormous charges. He would remind 
the right hon. Gentleman that since the | 
Act cf 1898 came into force, vaccination 
fees and expenses in England went up 
something like 300 per cent. He thought 
the question ought to be taken in hand 
by the right hon. Gentleman. Many 
hon. Members had received requests 
from the Board of Guardians to take 
the up. The Birkenhead | 


Guardians paid £1,732 in vaccination | 


matter 


fees, one doctor alone receiving £1,000. | 
He did not know himself why private | 
practitioners should not be allowed to 
vaccinate at the expense of the public | 
as well as public vaccinators. He | 
thought that would go a long way 
towards reducing expense. At present | 


a public vaccinator never got less than | 
Mr. Kearley. 
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whereas a private practitioner 
vaccinated his poorer patients very 
often for 2s. 6d. If the private 
practitioner were allowed to vaccinate as 
well as the public vaccinator it would 


He also 


6s., 


save a vast amount of money. 


wished to know if it would be possible 


for the Local Government Board to 
supply all doctors with lymph. If there 
was to be vaccination, and if it was to 
be satisfactory, the very least the Local 
Government Board ought to do was. 
to see that people were vaccinated with 
pure lymph. The right hon. Gentle- 
nan should see that Government lymph 
was supplied to anyone who required it. 
That would go a long way towards 
making vaccination more popular and 
safer. If the right hon. Gentleman 
would also agree to his suggestion that 


_ private practitioners should be allowed 
/to vaccinate at the public expense, he 


would do away with a great part of the 


expense which had been incurred since 


the Act came into force. 


Mr. SOARES said he should like to 
add a few words to what his hon. friend 
had just said with regard to the supply 


'of lymph by the Local Government 


Board. The law provided that every 
person should be vaccinated, unless, of 
course, he made a conscientious objec- 


tion for himself or his children. The 


'success of the operation of vaccination 


depended on the quality of the lymph ; 
and as the State insisted on the opera- 
tion being performed, the State ought 
to do everything in its power to secure 
the success of the operation. What was 
the present position? If a man desired 
to be vaccinated, he had three options— 
he could go to the public vaccinator 
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and be vaccinated at the public expense ; 
he could go to the public vaccinator and 
pay for being vaccinated; or he could 
go to a private practitioner and pay 
But if he went to a private 
practitioner he had no means of being 
assured that he would be vaccinated 
with pure Government lymph. The 
same thing applied to public vaccinators, 
because when their supply of Govern- 
ment lymph ran out, they purchased 
a supply at the possible 
place. He was speaking from personal 
When he 


him. 


nearest 


experience on this question. 


was revaccinated last year he ascertained | 


from his doctor that the lymph was 
obtained from France, with a guarantee 
from the vendors that it was a portion 
of other lymph which had been used 
successfully in vaccinating children in 
France. So that experiments had been 
made on poor children in France, in 
order that it might be successfully sold 
for vaccination in this country. If the 
vendors could be guilty of experiments 
of that kind their guarantee of the 
purity of the lymph was of little value. 
Yet this was the lymph used all over 
the West-end of London last year. He 
had no doubt that the majority of 
had been revaccinated 

That was thoroughly 
All lymph should be 
State Department 


hon. Members 
with that lymph. 
unsatisfactory. 

supplied 
in order to secure absolute purity. 
The lymph ought to be obtainable from 


by a 


the Government laboratories by every 
medical practitioner, and doctors should 
be under heavy penalties for vaccinating 
persons with any other than Government 
lymph. Another point was as to what 
became of the calves after being operated 
upon. Were they sold to the butcher, 


or to the farmer? He hoped to hear 
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that they were destroyed. He also 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
be able to assure the Committee that 
little if any suffering was inflicted on the 
calves by the process of obtaining the 
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lymph. 


Mr. SPEAR asked the President of 
the Local Government Board if he would 
consider the advisability of giving Boards 
of Guardians power to appoint vaccina- 
tion stations for revaccination in case of 
a threatened epidemic of small-pox. He 
agreed that the expense of carrying out 
the new Vaccination Act was very much 
greater than was anticipated owing to 
the general impression that the lymph 
supplied by the Local Government Board 
was superior to that obtained by private 
practitioners. He therefore supported 
the appeal that all lymph should be 
certified by the Local Government Board. 
The administration of the Act had been 
much more successful than some uantici- 
pated at the time, but it had been 
proved in practice that the scale 
of fees was higher than was absolutely 
necessary. Many people who would have 
been vaccinated by their private practi- 
tioners preferred to go to the public 
vaccinators, because they believed the 
lymph was superior. In his constituency 
a case of small-pox occurred among the 
prisoners, and caused alarm to the in- 
habitants in the district, who went to the 
public vaccinator to be revaccinated, with 
the result that a great burden was placed 
on the rates. Ifthe Boards of Guardians 
had power to appoint stations for re- 
vaccination it would save much unneces- 


sary expense. 


Stk EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
the 


in 


reduction 
that 


setshire, §S.) moved 


of the Vote by £100, order 
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the attention of the Committee might be , 
concentrated on the question of the 
adulteration of milk. According to the 
Report of the Local Government Board, 
such adulteration was more prevalent in 
London than in the provinces. When 
the recent Bill was passing through Com- 
mittee it was supposed that the Board of 
Agriculture and the Local Government 
dual 
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Board would exercise a kind of 
control, the one looking after the interests 
of the producer, and the other guarding 
the interests of the consumer ; but, as a 
matter of fact, the Board of Agriculture 
seemed to have left the matter to the 
Local Government Board, and the Local 
Government Board to the Board of Agri- 


culture. It would be interesting to know 


whether the right hon. Gentleman had | 


taken advantage of the provision by 
which, if the local authority failed in its 
duty in this respeet, the Local Govern- 
ment Board Inspectors were enabled to 
take samples of milk, and prosecute if 
necessary. It was very desirable that 
that should be done in London, as he had 
reason to believe there had been collusion 
in some cases between the Borough 
Council inspectors and the vendors. By 
steps being taken in this direction, 
adulteration had been practically stamped 
out in Manchester, and he believed that 
by the same power being exercised, a 
similar state of purity could be secured 
in London. In any case, it would be a 
great improvement if London were only 
brought up to the average of the rest of 


the country. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£100, in respect of the Salary of the 
President of the Board.”-—(Sir Edward 
Strachey.) 

Sir Edward Strachey. 
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Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W. R., Keigh- 
ley) thought that, as it was necessary the 
people should be sure they were getting a 
proper supply of lymph, the Government 
ought to undertake to provide all that was 
required. As to the adulteration of milk, 
he hoped something would be done for the 
country as well as for London, so that the 
children might have a good supply of that 
He noticed a large item in 
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natural food. 
the Vote for the *‘ Engineering Depart- 
ment”; perhaps the right hon. Gentleman 
He 
would also suggest that more typewriting 
should be introduced into the Department, 
so as to do away with a large amount of 
the £3,000 taken for “copying.” With 
reference to the equalisation of rates, that 


would explain what that was for. 


was a large question which could not at 
present be taken up, but one which 
ought to be dealt with. In consequence 
of better means of locomotion, large bodies 
of the working-classes gathered in par- 
ticular districts, and the poor-rates fell 
more heavily on those districts tnan on 
others, and it was very desirable that 
some method should, if possible, be devised 
by which the rates were so equalised that 
all should bear their fair share of the 
burden. 

Mr. WALTER LONG said the 
engineering inspectors conducted all the 
inquiries which had to be held in con- 
nection with sanitary works, drainage 
and sewage schemes, of 
workhouses and so forth, and there was 
not one more engaged than was absolutely 


the erection 


necessary. They were constantly em- 
ployed, and the branch was as hardly 
As 


to copying and typewriting, he could not 


worked as any in the public service. 


explain the exact division of the work, 
as it was obviously impossible for the 
Parliamentary head of such a Department 
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as the Local Government Board to decide 


how much should be done by copyists | 


and how much by typists. During the 
past few years, however, there had been 
a large addition to the typewriting staff, 
and every year greater use was made of the 
typewriter and other mechanical devices 
hy which labour was lessened and the 
work done more rapidly. With regard 
to vaccination, he had been at some pains 
to arrive at a satisfactory settlement as 
to the fees. He had been in communi- 
cation with the medical men and the local 
authorities, but had not been able to 
arrive at a conclusion which would 
justify him in making an immediate 
alteration. He had thought it best to 
obtaina report from a small Departmental 
Committee, which he hoped would not 
he long over its work, and he would then 
decide detinitely what should be the fees. 
As to the supply of lymph, that question 
had often been debated in the House. 
He could not hold out any hope of being 
able to supply lymph to private practi- 
tioners. It had to be remembered that 
public vaccinators obtained their lymph 
for primary vaccination free of charge, 
and during the recent epidemic of small- 
pox the Board were able to supply them 
not only with the lymph for primary 
vaccination, but also with a large pro- 
portion of that required for secondary 
vaccination. The demand that the 
lymph should be supplied also to the 
private practitioner was a very naturalone, 
but he doubted whether it was really 
necessary. There was a Jenner Institute 
in London, which made arrangements for | 
the supply of lymph quite as good in 
quality and character as that supplied by 
the Government. In addition to that, | 
there were growing up over the country | 
great laboratories in which all sorts of | 


admirable scientific work was being | 


carried on, and in which, among other 


things, they were producing lymph which 
probably would be as good as anything 


‘the Government produced. There was 


also the lymph produced by ordinary 
mercantile firms. During the recent 
epidemic he made every inquiry to see 
whether there was any justification for 
the idea that this ordinary mercantile 
lymph was not of a thoroughly satisfactory 
character, but he failed to find any 
evidence that the majority of it could not 
be relied upon as being thoroughly 
satisfactory in all respects, To under- 
take to supply all medical men with a 
supply of lymph at a certain price would 
mean an entire change in the Govern- 
ment lymph establishment, and the ruin 
of the commercial people who had entered 
upon its manufacture as a part of their 
business. Moreover, it was quite con- 
ceivable that at times of great pressure 
the Government Department would not be 
able to supply all the lymph required, 
and the result would be a breakdown. 
By a recent scientific discovery, which 
was not yet fully developed, it might he 
made possible to produce lymph which 
would not have to be destroyed if kept 
beyond a certain time, but at present 
the real difficulty with which they had 
to contend was the fact that lymph could 
not be produced during the slack time 
and put in reserve for use when the 
pressure came. Sterilised lymph could 
not be kept for more than a certain time, 
so that it was impossible to accumulate 
reserve for use in time of an epidemic, 


consequently it would be incurring a 


great risk to undertake to supply all 


private practitioners in the country. He 
quite realised the force of the demand, 
and he was not making this statement 
without having carefully considered and 


discussed the question, not only with his. 
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own medical advisers, but also with dis- | 


‘tinguished medical men outside the 


Department. Among those who were 


‘best qualified to judge, it was agreed | 
that it was better to continue the present | 


system than to put the 
supply of lymph into the hands of the 
Government. So far asheknew, the manu- 
facture of lymph had been under the con- 
trol and supervision of a medical man, and 
they ran no risk of any kind whatever. 
In regard to the calves, the medical man 
bought and disposed of them, and he did 
not know what became of them. He 
.did not, however, think that the calves 
were any worse for the operation they 
had been under. With regard to the 
administration of the Adulteration Acts, 
nothing would be more prejudicial than 
to let the local authorities believe that 
the Local Government Board were will- 
ing to do their work for them and bear 
the expense. When the local authority 
did not do its work as well as it ought, 
the Department immediately pressed on 
them the importance of taking samples 
and vigorously applying the Act of 
1899. That Act had not been long on 
the Statute-book, but it had already pro- 
duced good results, and as far as he was 
responsible for the administration of the 
Local Government Board, he should be 
careful that the local authorities were 
constantly reminded of and kept up to 


their duties. 


alluded to the adulteration of milk in 
London, and yet the right hon. Gentle- 
man had only given them a general 
assurance that he would remind the local 
authorities of their duty in this matter. 


That was hardly 


whole | 


736 


Revenue Depts; Estimates. 


Local Government Board would under- 
take to see that the Adulteration Acts 
were enforced in London, especially in 
regard to the adulteration of milk. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he had dis- 


tinctly stated that to do the work of the 


London County Council or London 
Borough Councils by Governmentagency, 
at Government cost, would be the very 
worst thing in the interests of the 
Adulteration Acts. There had un- 
doubtedly been a want of activity in 
London, and his business was to urge the 
municipal authorities in London to do 
their work properly and at their own cost. 
He should do in the future what he had 
done hitherto, that was to press upon 
the local authorities that it was their 
duty to carry out the law. 


Mr. PHILIPPS 
thought the reply of the right hon. Gentle- 
man was not at all satisfactory, for he 
had simply promised that when the local 
authorities did not do their work properly 
in regard to the Adulteration Acts he 


(Pembrokeshire) 


would put a little pressure upon them. 
The hon. Member for Devonport had 
that the 
authorities in London were not doing 
their duty. It was admitted that in 
Manchester the percentage of adultera- 
tion was only 3} per cent., while in 
London it was 15 per cent., and in the 


shown conclusively local 


City of London 21 percent. He thought 
Mr. KEARLEY said he had specially | 


sufficient, and he| 


his hon. friend was entitled to ask what 
the Department had done in the case of 
the City of London. Then there was the 
case of Hackney where, out of 305 
samples taken, 112 were found to te 
adulterated. Was that not sufficient to 


demand the interference of the Local 


wished to know if the President of the Government Board ? No less than 36 per 
Mr. Walter Long. 
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cent of the samples of milk taken in 
Hackney were found to be adulterated. 
They had had a good deal of discussion 
about the physique of the people of this 
country deteriorating, and considering 
the number of children who had to drink 
milk, and the fact that in London no less 
than 15 per cent. of the samples taken 
had been found to be adulterated, he 
wished to know if anything could be 
more serious than that state of things in 
the Metropolis. This condition of things 
was not adequately met by saying that 
when there was a bad case they could 
rely upon the right hon. Gentleman 
doing something. Had the President 
of the 
anything in this matter in the City o 
London or in the Borough of Hackney, 
As the 
sentative of an agricultural constituency 


and if not, why not? repre- 
this question of the adulteration of milk 
was of great importance to the people 
whom he represented. The selling of 
milk and water for milk was something 
from which the farmer and the people 
He felt 


justified in speaking somewhat strongly 


were entitled to be protected. 


on this question because he remembered 
the hon. Member for Devonport and the 
hon. Member for Somerset sat upon the 


Local Government Board done | , 
| should continue to press this matter 
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London amounted to no less than 15 per 


cent. 


Mr. KEARLEY said that the right 
hon. Gentleman’s defence was very lame. 
It was clear that he did not realise the 
responsibility of his Department. If 
these Adulteration Acts to be 
carried out effectively the local authorities 


were 


must be compelled to work them ; and 
that duty was the 
Government Board by the Act of 1899. 


thrown on Local 


The right hon. Gentleman had not done 
this, and he had simply stated that it 


| would be better for him not to interfere 


| upon 


Committee when the Adulteration Acts | 


were and they were 


prominent in their endeavours to improve 


passed, very 


the Acts upon this point. Bearing that 
fact in mind he thought his hon. friends 
were entitled to press upon the Govern- 
ment that they should use every power 


they had to the utmost, when it was | 


shown that the adulteration of milk in | 


with the work of the London County 
Council and the Borough Councils. He 


the attention of the Depart- 


ment. He had quoted the case of 


Manchester, where by a persistent cam- 


| paign against milk adulteration they had 


reduced adulteration to 3) per cent. 
If that was possible in 
surely it was possible in London. The 
milk in Hackney 
amounted to 36 per cent., and in other 


Manchester 
adulteration of 


London Boroughs to over 30 per cent., 
and the only satisfaction they got was 
a statement from the right hon. Gentle- 
man that it was practically unreasonable 
for him to step in and do the work of 


the Borough Councils. He hoped that 


| after what had been said in this debate 


the right hon. Gentleman would give 
some attention to this matter. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 35 ; 
Noes, 91. (Division List No. 117.) 


AYES. 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P(Glouc. Stroud 
Brigg, John 

Caldwell,) James 

Cawley, Frederick 

banning, Francis Allston 


Cullinan, J. 
Doogan, P. C. 


Condon, Thomas Joseph 


Fuller, J. M. F. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Horniman, Frederick John 


Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 
Lundon, W. 

| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
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M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benj. 
Murphy, John 

Philipps, John Wynford 
Robeite, John Bryn (Lifion) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) | 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Ri ht Hon. John 
Aubrey- -Fletcher, RtHou.SirH 
Bain, Colonel J: —, Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Maar 
Banbury, Sir Frederick a 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bond, Edward 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, oe George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. 
Cavendish, V C W tDetyeh } 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hon J (Birm 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J A (Wore 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. a 
Collings, Right Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharles Ready 
Corbett A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edwd. Bainbridge 
Craig,CharlesCurtis(.4ntrim,S 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Digby, ‘.- K. D. Wingfield- 
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| Scott, C. Prestwich (Leigh) 

| Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sinelair, John (Forfarshire) 

| Soares, Ernest J. 

| Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 


| Thomas, J. A. (Glam., Gower) | 


NOES. 


Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed: 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, Wilham Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernoa 
Forster, Henry William 
Fyler, John Arthur 

Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-( Lines. 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Hamilton, Rt Hn L4.G.(Midz 
Hamilton, Marq. of (Londondy 





Horner, Frederick William 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar ( (Glasgow) | 
Lawson, JohnGrant(Yorks.NR | 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S. 
Lyttelton. Hon. Alfred 
M‘Calmont. Colonel James 
Maxwell, W..JH. (Dumfrie. ssh.) 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire | 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute | 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Percy, Earl 
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ee. 2 W. (York, W. R.) 
Toulmin, George 
Whitley’ J. H. o(Halifaz) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Sir Edward Strachey and 
Mr. Kearley. 


Purvis, Robert 


| Rankin, Sir James 


Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberteon, H. (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Zineoln) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B(/sleof Wight 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

| Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Zanes.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir Jn. M. 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
| Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G. O2’d Univ. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. E. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 

| Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

| Whitmore, Charles Al 

| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. age 


TELLERS FOR THE NOoEFS— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 





Douglas, . Hon. A. Akers 


Pretyman, Ernest George | 


Or ee Question put, and agreed to. |the Treasury for the purpose of provid- 


And it being Midnight, the Chairman 
leit the Ghair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Resolution to be reported upon 
Monday next ; Committee to sit again 
upon Monday next. 


PUBLIC OFFICES (DUBLIN) 
[ADVANCES. } 

Order read for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [9th June], “ That 
this House doth agree with the Com- 
mittee in the Resolution, ‘That it is 
expedient to authorise the issue, out of 
the Consolidated Fund, of such sums, 
not exceeding in the whole £225,000, as 
may be required for the purposes of any 
Act of the present session for the acquisi- 
tion of certain land in Dublin, and for 
the erection and equipment of a Royal 
College of Science and other buildings 
for the public service, and to authorise 











ing for the issue and repayment of such 
sums to borrow money by means of 
Terminable Annuities for a period not 
exceeding thirty years, such annuities to 
be paid out of moneys to be provided by 
Parliament for the Service of the Com- 
missioners, and if those moneys are 
insufficient out of the Consolidated 
Fund.’” 


Question again proposed. 
Debate resumed. 


Question put and agreed tos 


PREVENTION OF DISEASE (FRUIT 
TREES) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read and 
discharged. 


Bill withdrawn. 


Adjourned at five minutes after 
Twelve o clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. ‘London, Tilbury, and Southend 
Friday, 12th June, 1903. Railway. 


EARLDOM OF NORFOLK. 

Petition of Henry Duke of Norfolk 
that he may be permitted to withdraw 
the case, propositions, and pedigree 
already lodged by him, and to lodge in 
lieu thereof a revised print of such 
case, propositions, and pedigree; read, 
and ordered as prayed. 


THE LORD CRANWORTH. 


Sat first in Parliament after the 
death of his father. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have been complied with : 
Neweastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply ; 
Cheshire Lines Committee; Highland 
and Invergarry and Fort Augustus 
Railway Companies; Fishguard and 
Rosslare Railways and Harbours ; 
Midland and Belfast and Northern 
Counties Railways; Wellingborough 
and District Tramroads: Seaforth and 
Sefton Junction Railway; Watford and 
Edgware Railway: London County 
Council (Tramways and Improvements); 
East Ham Improvement; West Cum- 
berland Electric Tramways. 


Also the Certificates that the Standing | 


Orders applicable to the following Bills 
have been complied with: Local 


* Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) ; 


~ 
= 


A 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 7); Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 4); Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing 
of the Working Classes). 


Also the Certificate that no Standing 
Orders are applicable to the following 
3ill: Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 6). 


And also the Certificates that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have been complied 
with: Scottish Central Electric Power; 
Scottish Ontario and Manitoba Land 
Company, Limited ; Hutcheson’s 
Hospital and Hutcheson’s Educationil 
Trust. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


Scottish Central Electric Power Bill 
[H.L.]. Presented, and read 1*. 


Scottish Ontario and Manitoba Land 
Company Bill [H.1L.]. Presented; read 
1*: and referred to the Examiners. 


Ebbw Vale Water and Improvement 
Bill ; Crystal Palace District Gas Bill ; 
Leigh Corporation Bill. Read 2°, and 
committed: The Committees to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


Gas Light {and Coke Company Bill; 
Hampton Court Gas Bill. Read 2*, and 
committed. 


Lancashire and Yorkshire and London 
and North-Western Railways (Steam 
Vessels) Bill. Read 2a, and committed : 
The Committee to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection. 


Coventry Electric Tramways 
Read 2*, and committed. 


Bill. 


Hastings Harbour District Railway 
Bill [H.L.]. Read 3*, and passed, and 
sent to the Commons. 


Burgess Hill and St. John’s Common 
Gas Bill ; Scarborough Gas Bill ; Sitting- 
bourne District Gas Bill. Read 3*, and 


| passed. 


| 


shire 


Also the Certificate that the further | 


Standing Orders applicable to the follow-| 
ing Bill have not been complied with : | 


VOL. CXXIII. [FourrH Series. ] 


Rochester Corporation Tramways 


‘and Improvements Bill [H.L.] ; North- 


Western Electricity and Power Gas 
Bill [H.L.]; Nottinghamshire and Derby- 
Tramways Bill [HL]; Fife 
Electric Power Bill [u.L.]; Liverpool 
University Bill [H.L.]. Read 34, and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


2C 
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Barry Railway Bill [.1.|; Dideot,| St. Luke’s Church and Parish Quoad 
Newbury, and Southampton Railway Sacra Edinburgh Order Confirmation 
Bill [H.L.]; Taff Vale Railway Bill, Bill (1#1.L.). Read 3* (according te Order) 
[H.L.]; Willesden Urban District Council | and passed, and sent to the Commons. 
Bill {u.L.]; Scottish American Mortgage | ; 

Company, Limited, Bill |n.L.]. Read} Dundee Royal Lunatic Asylum Orders 
3", and passed, and sent to the Com- | Confirmation Bill. Read 3* (according to 
mons. | Order), and passed. 

Midland Railway Bill. Read 3a, with sine el 
the Amendments ; further Amendments | PETITION. 
made ; Bill passed, and returned to the | 
Commons. 


LAND REGISTERS SCOTLAND 
' BILL [H.L. }. 

Winchester Water and Gas Bill. Read; Petition against; of Procurators of 
3", with the Amendments, and passed, | Dumfriesshire; read, and ordered to lie 
and returned to the Commons. |on the Table. 

South Wales Mineral Railway Bill RETURNS. REPORTS, ETC. 
[H.L.]. Returned from the Commons | 
agreed to. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES) 
Cleveland and Durham County Electric, No. 2994. Denmark. 

Power Bill [u.1.]. Returned from the} No. 2995. Corea. 

Commons agreed to, withan Amendment. 

The said Amendment considered, and COLONIES (ANNUAL). 

agreed to. | No. 386. Falkland Islands: Report 

| for 1902. 

Indiarubber, Guttapercha, and Tele- | 

graph Works Company Bill [u.1.}; Mil- Presented (by Command), and ordered 

ford Docks Bill [H.1.|. Returned from | to lie on the Table. 

the Commons agreed to, with Amend- | 

ments; the said Amendments con- | HARWICH HARBOUR. 

sidered, and agreed to. | Abstract of the accounts of the receipts 

: ; . ; and expenditure of the Harwich Harbour 

Staffordshire and Worcestershire Canal | Conservancy Board from the time of 

Bill i. ; Wellington (Salop) Gas Bill their incorporation down to and inclusive 

[H.L. ]. teturned from the Commons ‘of the 3lst March, 1903. Laid before 

agreed to, with Amendments. 'the House (pursuant to Act), and 


d to li the Table. 
Electric Lighting Provisional aon" weaning the ein 


(No. 6) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) | A QUESTION OF PRECEDENT. 
Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill; Local) Ty Kart or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
Government ([reland) Provisional Order | as Lord Balfour of Burleigh has taken 
(No 2) Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) charge of the eccentric Bills that we had 
Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill. House | before us yesterday—the County Councils 
in Committee (according to Order) ; Bills | (Bills in Parliament) Bill and the Borough 
reported without Amendment ; Standing | Funds Bill—I propose on Monday to put 
Committee negatived ; and Bills to be this Question to him, namely, to ask 
read 3* on Monday next _whether there are any precedents for 
ao ; | Bills being proceeded with in Parliament 
North British Railway (General | on any subject under inquiry and con- 
Powers) Order Confirmation Bill [H.L.]. | sideration at the time, by a Committee or 
Read 3* (according to Order), and passed, Commission, and, if so, will he state 
and sent to the Commons. | what those precedents are. 


Lanarkshire and Ayrshire Railway! Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
Order Confirmation Bill. Read 3*(ae- SCOTLAND (Lord Batrour of Bur- 
cording to Order), and passed. | LEIGH): Would the noble Earl allow a 
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little longer notice? Having regard to 
the fact that his Question must come 
after that of the noble Viscount (Viscount 
Goschen) I think it improbable that it 
will be reached on Monday. If he 
would put it down for Tuesday I should 
have no objection. 


Port of 


THe Eart or WEMYSS: Very well, 
I will put it down for Tuesday. 


MUNICIPAL TRADING. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
My Lords, there are two notices on the 
Paper in the name of the noble Duke 
the Leader of the House, to move that 
certain Lords be named to join with Com- 
mittees of the House of Commons, to 
consider the question of Municipal Trad- 
ing and also the Port of London Bill. 
The other House, as we know, rises 
earlier on this night of the week, 
and it would be a great convenience 
if these two formal Motions were granted 
precedence in order that we might get 
the decision of this House down to the 
other House before they adjourn to-night, 
as I understand that one at least of the 
Committees would be desirous of meeting 
on Monday. I trust that the noble Earl 
the Leader of the Opposition will have 
no objection to that course, which I am 
sure would be for the general benefit. 


Eart SPENCER: I entirely concur in 
what the noble Lord proposes. 


Moved, That the Lords following be 
named of the Committee to join with a 
Committee of the House of Commons on 
Municipal Trading, viz. :—E. Crewe, L. 
Zouche, L. Barnard, L. Brougham and 
Vaux, L. Aberdare, L. Lamington, L. 
Rothschild.—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh, 
for The Duke of Devonshire.) 


THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Mortey.): My Lords, 
some of your Lordships may remember 
that a year or two ago I called attention 
to the veto that is now exercised by 
local authorities upon all tramways that 
are projected in the districts over which 
they have jurisdiction. I was thinking 
of suggesting to your Lordships that it 
was very desirable that some inquiry, by 
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a Joint Committee or otherwise, should 
be had into this matter, but when I saw 
that the Joint Committee upon Municipal 
Trading was to be revived, and as I 
remembered that a good deal of evidence 
was taken on that point by that Com. 
mittee, it seemed to me unnecessary to 
suggest to your Lordships the appoint- 
ment of another Committee, and that 
the question might very possibly, at any 
rate in a collateral way. be inquired 
into by the Committee on Municipal 
Trading. 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


Ordered, That such Committee have 
power to agree with the Committee of 
the House of Commons in the appoint- 
ment of a Chairman. 


Then a Message was ordered to be 
sent tothe House of Commons in answer 
to their said Message to inform them of 
the appoint:nent of the said Committee 
by the House, and to propose that the 
Joint Committee do meet in Committee 
Room B. on Monday next at Three 
o'clock. 


PORT OF LONDON BILL. 


Moved, That the Lords following be 
named of the Committee to join with a 
Committee of the, House of Commons, 
viz.:—V. Cross, L. Wolverton, L. 
Brassey, L. Hawkesbury, L. Ludlow.— 
(Lord Balfour of Burleigh, for the Duke 
of Devonshire). 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


Ordered, That such Committee have 
power to agree with the Committee of 
the House of Commons in the appoint- 
ment of a Chairman. 


Then a Message was ordered to be 
sent to the House of Commons in answer 
to their said Message to inform them of 
the appointment of the said Committee 
by this House, and to propose that the 
Joint Committee do meet in Committee 
Room A. on Thursday next at half-past 
Two o'clock. 


2C2 








REDEMPTION AND PURCHASE OF 
rt CROWN RENTS IN IRE- 


Lorp CASTLETOWN, who had given 
notice—1l. To move for a return show- 
ing all sums received for the redemption 
and purchase of quit and Crown rents 
in Ireland since 1897, and how the 
capital sum has been disposed of ; 2. To 
ask if, having regard to the extensive 
sale of estates contemplated under the 
operation of the proposed Irish Land Bill, 
1903, His Majesty’s Government will 
make provision in the future that all 
such sums received for the redemption 
and purchase of quit and Crown rents 
in Ireland, instead of being merged in 
the general capital of the land revenues 
of the Crown and spent in Great Britain, 
should be reserved and appropriated for 
the re-afforestation and improvement of 
those areas in Ireland which it is 
proposed to vest in trustees under Clause 
18 of the Irish Land Bill of 1903, 
said: My Lords, I shall not trespass on 
your Lordships’ time for more than a 
few minutes, but I desire to explain the 
reasons why | have placed this Question 
on the Paper. Mr. Lecky, in another 
place on 4th April, 1898, moved for a 
Return showing all sums received for 
the reduction and purchase of quit and 
Crown rents in Ireland sinee 1863, and 
how the capital sum had been disposed 
of. He received that Return, and 
appended to the Return was a note 
saying that— 

‘*These sums have been merged in the 
general capital of the land revenues of the 
Crown under the management of the Com- 
missioners of Woods, etec., and invested with 
moneys received from other sources in the 
purchase of estates in Great Britain and the 


redemption of charges on Crown property in 
Great Britain.” 


Your Lordships will observe that there 
was no payment or repayment made to 
the funds in Ireland. The sum received 
was a large one, amounting to some 
£244,5 Since then, of course, further 
estates have been sold and more quit 
rents and Crown rents have been re- 
deemed. I do not desire in any way to 
criticise the manner in which those 
funds were utilised, but I cannot help 
thinking that it would have been wiser 
if they had been used for the purpose of 
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the Crown in Ireland. There are Crown 
lands in Ireland which might have been 
improved, and possibly ameliorated, if 
that had beendone. I offer this merely as 
a suggestion, but the purchase of a Royal 
residence might have been arranged 
with the funds at the disposal of the 
Commissioners of Woods and Forests. 
I bring forward this question most 
humbly, and not with any wish to dictate 
to the Treasury or to contend that funds 
connected with Ireland should be used 
for any other purpose than for the benefit 
of the Crown and of the State generally. 
But I do think that funds which are, if 
one may say so, absolutely derived from 
land in Ireland, should be utilised for 
the amelioration and improvement of 
that country. 


I now come to the second part of my 
Question. As your Lordships know, there 
is before the other House a Bill, the 
Committee stage of which will, I believe, 
be taken next week, and which most 
Irishmen will be glad to see passed. In 
that Bill there is a very valuable clause 
—namely, Clause 18. This clause deals 
with the lands which would be purchased 
by the Estate Commissioners, and it is 
proposed that those lands should he 
handed over, as I understand, to trustees 
for the Crown to deal with I would 
venture to suggest that it would be for 
the benefit of the country if these funds, 
coming under the name of quit and 
Crown rents, and which belong to the 
Woods and Forests, were utilised for the 
purpose of improving the waste lands which 
it is proposed to hand, under that clause, to 
trustees, and especially for re-afforestation. 
Your Lordships areawarethatin Germany 
and in France the forests are managed 
entirely by the State, and have been 
proved to be a very lucrative source of 
revenue to the State. I believe the 
same result would obtain in Ireland. 
I therefore think that if His Majesty's 
Government could be induced to look 
into this matter from the point of view 
I have ventured to put forward in the 
second part of my Question, it would be 
to the benefit of the country. Speaking 
as one who has had a great deal to do 
with the timber trade generally, and 
also judging from information I have 
received from France and Germany on 
the subject, I think it would be of very 
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great advantage to Ireiand if some such | notice of my noble friend behind me. 


scheme were carried out. 
glad, therefore, to elicit information from 
His Majesty’s Government on the subject, 
and I trust that the Return for which 
I have asked will be granted. 


Moved, for a Return showing all sums 
received for the redemption and purchase 
ot quit and Crown rents in Ireland since 
1897, and how the capital sum has been 
disposed of. —(Lord Castletown.) 


Tue Eart or DENBIGH: My Lords, 
I can give the noble Lord the informa 
tion he asks for with regard to the sums 
received in redemption of quit and Crown 
rents in Ireland. If he presses for the 
Return I can let him have it, or I can 
give him the information now. The 
total received since 3lst March, 1898, 
has amounted to £93,120, of which 
£17,379 was received in the year ended 
3lst March, 1903, and since the 
latter date a sum of £15,636 has been 
invested in Bank of Ireland Stock. 
With regard to what the noble Lord 
has said as to the manner in which 
this money is utilised, | am afraid | 
can Only repeat the answers which 
have already been given in another 
pluce when somewhai similar questions 
have been asked, and point out to him 
that under the Crown Lands Act of 
1829 the sums received under the heads 
referred to must be invested in the 
purchase of land or hereditaments, or 
the redemption of charges or en- 
cumbrances on land already belonging 
to the Crown. I have no doubt what- 
ever that a scheme of re-afforestation in 
[reland is of very great importance, and 
might possibly be of benefit to thecountry ; 
but I am afraid it cannot be considered 
under this head, because the money 
is not available for that purpose without 
legislation on the subject. Moreover, 
by attempting to earmark these funds 
for the definite purpose of investment 
in Ireland you would be giving away 
the principle that Crown lands are not 
the property of a particular district 
in which they are situated but the 
property of the nation as a whole. 


Eart SPENCER: I only rise to call 
attention to one fact in regard to the 


I should be It is this: whether the second Question 
‘is really in order. 
‘need dwell on it, because the noble 


I do not think | 


Earl opposite has practically answered it, 
but it seems to me exceedingly irregular 
to refer to a Bill that is actually in the 
House of Commonsand to suggest that an 
alteration of one of the clauses should be 
made in that Bill in order to carry out 
the noble Lord’s view. I only rise to say 
that, because I think in regard to the 
future we ought to be careful not to set a 
dangerous precedent. I certainly think 
that an allusion to a clause in a Bill 
which the Government have introduced 
in the House of Commons is irregular and 
should not have appeared on the Notice 
Paper of your Lordships’ House. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of Hatspury): I quite agree with 
what the noble Earl has said. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN : I beg to thank 
the noble Earl for his reply, which will 
enable me, when the Bill comes up to this 
House, to meet the very sound arguments 
brought forward by the noble Karl. I 
was not aware that these sums were ear- 
marked for those particular purposes, but 
the information I have received will very 
likely enable me to bring up an Amend- 
ment which will meet the difficulty. 


Motion (by leave of the House) with- 
drawn. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL’S EXPEN- 
DITURE IN PROMOTING AND _ OP- 
POSING BILLS IN PARLIAMENT. 


THE Eart or CAMPERDOWN : 
My Lords, I beg to move for the 
teturn standing in my name of all 
expenses incurred by the London County 
Council in promoting and opposing -Bills 
in Parliament. I moved a_ similar 
Motion on a previous occasion in 
different terms, and the Lord Chancellor, 
who at that time was deputed 
to answer me, requested me to withdraw 
the Motion and confer with the Local 
Government Board. This I have done, 
and the terms in which the Motion now 
stands have been arranged, I understand, 
between the Local Government Board 
and the London County Council. 
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Moved, For a Return, in the following 
form, of all expenses incurred by the 
London County Council (A.) promoting 
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and (B.) opposing Bills in Parliament in 
each session up to and including that for 
the year 1902 :— 
































A. 
Amount expended by 
the Council in promoting 
: ’ each such Bill, with total for Whether 
Para Titles of Bills promoted each Session. such Bill 
by the Council. ———e a 
Total for Total for 
each Bill. each Sessicn. 
£e@ d. £a & 
B. 
Amount expended by 
the Council in opposing 
, ’ each such Bill, with total for Result 
Titles of Bills opposed euak Gesinn. | of the 
Session. ’ ah 
. : . | Council’s 
by the Council. | opposition. 
Total for Total for 
each Bill. each Session. | 
ee ee = = 
| 
£ a d. £ «= @d | 











—(The Earl of Camperdown.) 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR: I under- 
stand there is no objection to the granting 
of the Return for which the noble Earl 
moves. 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


COAL MINES (CERTIFICATES) BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order) ; Bill reported without Amend- 
ment ; and re-committed to the Stand- 
ing Committee. 


PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO CHIL- 
DREN (AMENDMENT) BILL [u.t.}. 
Read 3* (according to Order) ; 

Amendment (privilege) made ; 

passed, and sent to the Commons. 


An 
Bill 


MUNICIPAL TRADING, 


Message from the Commons that they 
have ordered that the Committee 








appointed by them to join with the 
Committee of this House to consider the 
question of municipal trading do meet 
the Lords Committee in Committee 
Room B. on Monday next at three o'clock, 
as proposed by their Lordships. 


PORT OF LONDON BILL. 


Message from the Commons that they 
have ordered that the Committee 
appointed by them to join with the 
Committee of this House to consider the 
Port of London Bill do meet the Lords 
Committee in Committee Room A on 
Thursday next at half-past two o'clock, 
as proposed by their Lordships. 


House adjourned at Five o'clock, 
to Monday next, a quarter 
before Eleven o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 12th June, 1903. 


The House met! at Twelve of the Clocks 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO 
STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders 
are applicable, viz.— 





Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill | Lords]. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS, 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to authorise the mayor, alder- 
men, and citizens of the city of Exeter 
to construct tramways and street im- 
provements; and for other purposes.” 
| Exeter Corporation Bill [Lords]. ] 


Exeter Corporation bill [Lords]. 
Read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


Small Dwellings (Acquisition) Bill. 
Second Reading upon Friday next: 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 10) Bill. Reported without Amend- 
ment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be 
read the third time upon Monday next. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 12) Bill. Reported, without Amend- 
ment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second | read the third time upon Monday next. 


time upon.Monday next. 


Caledonian Railway Order Con-| 
firmation Bill; Edinburgh Corporation | 
(Markets, Slaughter Houses, ete.) Order 
Confirmation Bill; Grangemouth Water | 
Order Confirmation Bill; Lanarkshire | 
Electricity and Refuse Destruction Order | 
Confirmation Bill, considered; to be) 
read the third time upon Monday nett. | 

PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP F), | 

The CHAIRMAN of Ways and MEANs | 
informed the House: That the Com- | 
mittee on Group F of Private Bills | 
not being appointed to meet until | 
Tuesday next, the parties promoting the | 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional | 
Orders (No. 5) Bill (Portadown and | 
Banbridge Joint Waterworks Board 
Provisional Order) had appeared before | 
him and proved that the evidence of 
James Lougheed Rowlett, M.D., Medical | 
Officer of Health, Portadown, was | 
essential to their case, and that his 
attendance could not be procured with- | 


out the intervention of the House. | 


Ordered, That James Lougheed 
Rowlett do attend the Committee on 


Group F of Private Bills on Tuesday | 
_and Swindon ; to lie upon the Table. 


next, at Twelve of the clock. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 14) Bill. Reported, without Amend- 
ment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be 
read the third time upon Monday next. 


Local Government Provisional Order 
(No. 16) Bill. Reported, without Amend- 
ment [Provisional Order confirmed] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be 
read the third time upon Monday next. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(Poor Law) Bill. Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders con- 
firmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time upon 


Monday next. 


Wirral Railway Bill [Lords]; Rick- 
mansworth Gas Bill [Lords]; Harrogate 
Water Bill [Lords]. Reported, with 
Amendments; Reports to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 
CHURCH DISCIPLINE BILL. 
Petitions against: from Cuckfield ; 








755 (Juestions. 


COUNTY COUNCILS JURISDICTION 
EXTENSION BILL. 


Petition from Barrow-in-Furness, 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


in | 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL. 


Petition from Edinburgh, for altera- | 


tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER 
BILL. 
Petition from North Shields, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION 
FOR NON-RENEWAL) BILL. 


Petitions against: from Stirling ;| 
Greasbro’ and North Shields ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


Petition from Hawick, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 


SISTER BILL. 
Petitions against : from Cuckfield ; and 
Bury-St.-Edmunds ; to lie upon the 


Table. 


CORRUPTION BILL. 


from Irvine and 
Castle 


PREVENTION OF 
Petitions in favour: 
Fullarton ; Leeds; Alloa ; Barrow ; 


Howard; and Mansfield and Sutton; 
to lie upon the Table. 
PUBLIC LIBRARIES. 
Petition from Barrow-in-Furness, for 


alteration of law; to lie upon the Table. 


AND ANSWERS 
WITH THE VOTES. 


QUESTIONS 
CIRCULATED 


School Board Swimming Baths. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Education whether his attention 
has been called to the fact that the Edu- 
cation Department on the 5th March 
1891 stated that they were prepared to 
sanction loans for the provision by the 
London School Board of four proposed 
swimming baths, one of which was to be 
erected at the Hugh Myddelton School ; 
that after the objections of the Depart- 
ment to the preliminary plans in May 
1902 had been met by the School Board, 
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the Board of Education for the first time 
|refused to sanction the Board’s proposal 
| to construct swimming baths, and subse- 
| quently declined to give the matter 
‘further consideration ; and, if so, will he 
state whether the Board of Education 
will now reconsider the position they have 
taken up with regard to the provision of 
this swimming bath by the School Board ; 
and also say in -how many cases in 
England during the last ten years the 
Board of Education have approved plans 
and sanctioned loans for the provision of 
swimming baths by School Boards. 


(Answered by Sir I[illiam Anson.) The 
Board do not consider that the School 
Board are the proper persons to erect 
swimming baths, in view of the fact that 
other local authorities have been given 
powers for this purpose. The decision 
of the Board not to allow the School 
Board’s application was only come to 
after careful consideration. The reply to 
the last portion of the Question is seven. 


Police and Motor-Cars. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, in view of the fact that the 
police have instructions to take proceed- 
ings against drivers of motor-cars equally 
with those of other vehicles who drive to 
the common danger, will he say what 
means the police adopt to arrest the 
progress of motor-cars in the case of 
drivers who disobey police signals to. 
stop. 


(Answered by Mr. Seeretury Akers- 
Douglas.) 1 understand that in the inner 
streets of the Metropolis the police do not 
as a rule find difficulty in stopping or in. 
identifying drivers of motor-cars. In the 
less frequented roads, however, the task 
is more difficult, and they consider that 
the assistance of some means of identifi- 
cation is much needed. I do not think 
it is desirable to explain in detail the 
means adopted by the police, nor indeed 
would it be possible, as their action is of 
necessity guided by the circumstances of 
each case. 


Underground Pipes and Wires— 


cavation of Streets. 
Sm THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s): To ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department, im 
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view of the inconvenience occasioned in 
the Metropolis through the disturbance 
of the roadway of important thorough- 
fares, will he consider the expediency of 
taking such steps as may be necessary to 
admit of pipes and wires being carried 
through the tube and underground rail- 
ways. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) | understand that this is one of 
the matters which will come under the 
consideration of the Royal Commission 
on London traffic. 

Str THOMAS DEWAR: To ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board, if he will consider the desirability 
of instructing the local authorities to 
consult with the police with a view to 
facilitate traffic when the opening up °F 
the streets of busy thoroughfares is foun 
necessary. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) It 
would seem desirable that the police 
should have notice when it is proposed 
to break up a busy thoroughfare, and 
especially in London; but the matter is 
not one with respect to which I am 
empowered to give any instructions. 


Vaccination Prosecutions at 
Gainsborough. 

Mr. SEYMOUR ORMSBY-GORE 
(Lincolnshire, Gainsborough) : To ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board, if his attention has been drawn 
to the fact that officers of the Local 
Government Board have directed prose- 
cutions to be instituted against persons 
for non-compliance with the Vaccination 
Act of 1898 in the town of Gainsborough, 
and that these proceedings have been 


taken without previous consultation 
with the board of guardians; and 
whether, seeing that the board of 


guardians have decided not to prosecute 
cases coming within the Act, he will 
state what steps he proposes to take in 
the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) A 
medical inspector of my Department 
pointed out to the vaccination officers that 
it was their duty under the Vaccination 
Acts to take proceedings in cases of 
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default, but he did not direot prosecu- 
tions to be instituted. As regards the 
last part of the Question I do not pro- 
pose to take any steps inthe matter. It 
has been decided by the High Court that 
a vaccination officer is empowered to 
take proceedings of the kind referred to 
notwithstanding directions from the 
guardians not to prosecute. 


Pay of Royal ~~ Medical Corps in 
India. 


Mr. SEYMOUR ORMSBY-GORE : 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
if he will explain why the inducements 
in excess of the ordinary pay of the 
Royal Army Medical Corps, which were 
held out to medical men, who were 
originally employed by His Majesty’s 
Government during the South African 
war, by the India Office to proceed in 
the employ of the Indian Government to 
India, have not been fulfilled. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) 1 am not aware to what my 
hon. friend refers. If he will kindly be 
more explicit I shall be happy to furnish 
such information as may be in my 
power. 


Erection of Buoy on Sand-bar at 
Ballycarbery (County Kerry). 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): Toask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that 
fishing boats have lately stranded on the 
3allycarbery sand-bar in the Cahirciveen 
river, county Kerry. thereby causing the 
loss of their night’s fishing; and, if so, 
whether the Congested Districts Board 
will erect a buoy onthe bar, and perches 
on the Lack-a-vallig and East Ba lycar- 
bery reef of rocks, in the river estuary, 
in order to render the channel safe for 
navigation. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) In May 
1901 the Congested Districts Board 
offered to make a contribution towards 
the cost of placing a buoy on the bar 
provided the County Council carried out 
the work. The Board also offered to 
defray one-half the cost of removing the 
Carrig-a-vallig rock, but no action has 
since been taken by the council in respect. 
to either work, 
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Finance 


Boat Slip at Cooscroum (County Kerry). action the Local Government 
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Mr. BOLAND: To ask the Chief | proposes to take. 


Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 


Ireland whether the Congested Districts | 


Board will, pending the undertaking of | rental 
| District Council, and the Local Govern- 


permanent improvement in the fishing 


creek of Cooscroum, county Kerry, lay | 


down pitch-pine balk sunk in concrete 
foundation with iron rails laid crosswise, 


Fill. 760 
Board 
(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 


rental of these cottages is fixed by the 


ment Board has no authority to interfere 
in the matter. The council at its last 


' meeting directed the architect to prepare 


so as to enable the fishermen, during | 


the coming autumn fishing season, to 
haul up their boats with their fishing 
nets and gear, in view of the fact that 
the absence of such facilities is detri- 
mental to the fishing industry in that 
district. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
proposal will be considered by the 
Board. 


Religious Pogem im Bettas Police 
acks. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that religious tracts and newspapers are 
in several 
placed in the common room of the 
barracks; and whether, in view of the 
fact that this is a violation of one of the 
rules of the constabulary code, he will 
issue instructions to have the rule strictly 
enforced. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Religious 
journals have been placed in two police 


barracks in Belfast, and were at once, in| debate on Question (9th June), ‘ That 


accordance with the regulations, taken 
possession of by the sergeants in charge. 


Labourers’ Cottages in the Moira 
(County Down) Rural District. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the attention of the 
Local Government Board for Ireland has 
been called to the terms under which 
labourers’ cottages are let by the Moira 
{County Down) Rural District Council ; 
whether he is aware that labourers earn- 
ing 6s. a week are required to pay a 
weekly rental of 1s. 3d. for houses, some 
of which are not properly drained and 
are not in a sanitary condition ; and that 
where two houses are built in proximity, 
fences are not erected between the plots ; 
and, if so, whether he can state what 


a specification and estimate of the drain- 
age and other works required in connec- 
tion with the cottages, with a view toa 
contract being entered into. 


Grocers and Army Canteen Tenders. 


Sir THOMAS DEWAR: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he will 
consider the expediency of making such 
arrangements as will enable grocers and 
other provision dealers to tender for the 


/supply of Army canteens in the Metro- 


police barracks in Belfast | 


polis and at the various garrison towns or 
other military stations. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The method of supply for articles sold in 
regimental institutes is always settled 
locally by the General Officer Command- 
ing the Army Corps or district concerned. 
Regulations are being prepared for their 
guidance, and the suggestion contained 
in the Question is included therein. 


FINANCE BILL. 
[SECOND READING. | 


Order read, for resuming adjourned 
the Bill be now read a second time.” 

Question again proposed. 

Debate resumed. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley): I had intended to 
move that this Bill be read on this day 
six months, but as that would now be 
out of order, perhaps I may be allowed 
to state the main objections which I have 
to the Bill in the form in which it is now 
before the House. In the first place, I 
object to the Bill in that, whilst it is 
imperative that the national expenditure 
of the country should be substantially 
reduced, it provides for an increase of 
nearly £9,000,000 in the normal ex- 
penditure of the country in time of peace, 
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for under the heading of war expendi- | 
ture. Secondly, I cannot support the | 
Finance Bill because it does not ade- 
quately provide for the reduction of the 
National Debt. Thirdly, it fails to. 
provide, in the matter of the remission 
of taxation, for the relief of indirect and 
direct taxpayers on equitable lines. 
Fourthly, it does not provide for the | 
abolition of the coal tax, which, in my 
opinion, confiscates £2,200,000 per annum | 
out of the earnings gained by the 
working and exporting of coal. 
ex-Chancellor of the Exchequer recently 
gave to the House and to the country 


ay= 


{12 JUNE 1903} 
and in addition to £4,500,000 provided Imperial 


The | 
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purposes has increased by 
£45,500,000. The Army and Navy exe 
penditure for the yearis putat £69,000,000 
as compared with £33,000,000 in 
1891, or an increase of more than 
100 per cent. As compared with 
last year there is an increase of 
nearly £4,000,000 in the naval and mili- 
tary expenditure. In this connection the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 


Bill. 


West Bristol stated in September last, 


that the money we spent on our Army 
might be reduced without danger to the 
defensive forces of the country if the 


_War Office laid out the money to the 


a solemn warning as to what he con- | 
sidered to be a large and unnecessary | 


growth of our national expenditure. He 
also stated that, in his opinion, His 
Majesty’s Government showed an amount 
of indifference to this most important 
question which is disastrous to the best 
interests of the nation. In surveying 
the present financia] position of the 
country, not only have we to take into 


best possible advantage. Personally, I 
do not object to whatever expenditure 
might be deemed necessary by His 
Majesty's advisers on the nval forces of 
this country. Weare all agreed that it 


| is absolutely necessary for our national 
_and Imperial safety that welmaintain the 


control of the seas. What I venture to 
submit is that whatever increase in the 


naval expenditure was deemed necessary 


consideration the Imperial expenditure, | 


but we cannot disregard the fact that, 
in addition to expenditure of between 
£150,000,000 and £160,000000 for 
Imperial purposes, we are expending 
£110,000,000 a year on various local 
administrative purposes. That to 


is 


say, we have before us, as the Im 
perial and local expenditure of the 
country, the gigantic sum of over 


£250,000,000 a year. I need not enter 
into any argument, therefore, to show 
that it is imperative that strenuous 
efforts should be made in every spending 
Department of the State to secure a 
substantial reduction of expenditure. 
We have before us the figures of 
1902-03, showing an expenditure of over 
£200,000,000. Surely, with such figures 
before them, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer and the Government onght 
to have taken every possible step to 
reduce the expenditure for the current 
year in every Department of the State. 
But so far from this having been done, 
we find provision made in this Bill for 
an increased normal expenditure of 
nearly £9,000,000 as compared with 
last year. 

What is the position in which we 
now find ourselves financially as a 
nation? It is that in eight years the 
normal expenditure of the country for 


should have 
in the 


the current year 
met by a _ reduction 


for 
been 


|expenditure on the Army, and that 


the £4,000,000 thus saved should have 
been applied to the more rapid 
reduction of our inflated National Debt. 
In order to produce a Budget which, 


‘from an electioneering point of view, 
'would appear to be satisfactory to the 


} 


country, and in order to strengthen the 
position of His Majesty’s Government, I 
am afraid that an over-sanguine estimate 
has been made as to the revenue that 
will come into the National Exchequer 
during the current year in respect of 
Customs and Excise. The Chancellorof the 
Exchequer expects to receive from that 
source of revenue an increase of no less 
than £2,800,000. Personally, 1 happen 
to be connected with some staple trades 
of the country, and | shall be only too 
happy if the sanguine anticipations of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer are 
realised. 1 honestly f-ar, however. that 
we are on the declining grade as regards 
the commerce of the country, and that 
the expectations of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer will not be borne out by the 
results of the year. As a result of the 
swollen normal expenditure of the 
country, as shown by an increase of 
£45,500,000 in eight years, there are only 
£10,500,000 available in time of peace for 
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the remission of taxation. 
“+ that, if the taxpayers of the country 
ure satisfied with such a remission, they 
are indeed thankful for small mercies. 


With regard to the financial situation 
in which we find ourselves, ought we not 
to receive from our self-governing 
colonies in South Africa much larger 
contributions towards the Imperial ex- 
penditure of the country? We have 
heard a great deal lately about preferen- 
tial tariffs and preferential trade. What 
is the actual situation with regard to 
Canada? Canada at present takes 
£1,500,000 of revenue out of the 
£9.000,000 of exports which we send 
her, and we receive trom Canada 
£21,000,000 of exports absolutely free of 
any charge whatever. It is also the 
fact that the British nation provides 
practically for the Imperial defence of 
the whole Empire at a cost of 29s. per 
head, towards which Canada contributes 
a merely nominal sum, although it is 
perfectly true that she remits one-third 
of her import duty. amounting to about 
£750,000 a year in favour of the British 
exporters. I need give no further 
illustrations, but the same applies in 
regard to Australia and to New Zealand. 
As to South Africa, are we to under- 
stand that, after expending £250,000,000 
to repel the invasion of Cape Colony and 
Natal, we are to be satisfied with a 
paltry contribution of £30,000,000 from 
the whole of South Africa? Right 
through the war certain districts of South 
Africa have been booming. Places like 
Cape Town, Durban, Johannesburg and 
Pretoria, and other places, especially on 
the coast. have been in a state of great pros- 
perity. The De Beers Preference Shares 
are worth ten times their issue price, 
and shares of other mining companies 
are worth several times their face value. 
It is idle to tell me that a contribution 
of £30,000,000 represents in a way a 
just share of the burden of the war 
which we waged to preserve the integrity 
ot South Africa. We have received no 
contribution whatever from Cape Colony, 
and Natal has undertaken only someslight 
financial responsibility. I put it to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer—Is he 
satisfied with the £30,000,000 which has 
been arranged for as the one and only 


contribution from South Africa towards | 


the cost of the war? 
Mr. Joseph Walton. 


{COMMONS} 
All I can say | 
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Not only do we find ourselves in . 
very serious financial position as regard: 
the overburdening of the taxpayers 
of this country, but we are further 
injured commercially by the fact 
that within the Jast few years we 
have increased our National Debt by 
£160,000,000. It is not only our 
Imperial debt that we have to consider. 
Our local debt in England, Scotland, and 
Wales amounts to £360,000,000, in 
addition to which we _ guarantee 
£30,000,000 or £35,000,000 loan in 
South Africa, and we are also contem- 
plating incurring a financial responsi- 
bility in connection with Ireland of 


£120,000,000 or £150,000,000. The 
aggregate of our national financial 
responsibility, Imperial and __ local, 


amounts therefore toover£1,300,000,000. 
What I desire to see in the future isa 
national balance sheet, both of Imperial 
and of local indebtedness, having our 
liabilities stated on the one side and our 
assets on the other. I am aware that 
we have assets. Hulf the local loans 
relate to revenue producing works ; we 
have also the Suez Canal shares ; and in 
the postal and telegraphic service we 
possess a valuable asset producing an 
annual profit of £4,500.000. It would 
be interesting and useful to have a 
national balance sheet such as I suggest. 
One serious result of having suspended 
the Sinking Fund for three years and 
increased the debt by £160,000,000 is 
the depreciation in the value of Consols. 
Consols are the premier security of the 
world, and they have depreciated by no 
less than 21 per cent. This ought to 
have brought home to the people of this 
country in starting fashion the fact 
that our financial resources are not 
unlimited. We had from the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer an explanation of the 
causes that have led to the great fall 
in Consols. I submit that the real 
explanation is to be found in the fact 
that in recent years the supply of Consols 
has greatly exceeded the demand owing 
to the wealth of the country being 
limi ed. We were told that the Sinking 
Fund provided for in this Bill would 
wipe out the National Debt, provided 
there were no increase, in fifty years. I 
am afraid that that was based not he 
assumption that Consols could be bought 
up at & per cent. below par. I sincerely 
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hope the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer does not an icipate that our 
premier security will remain at 8 per 
cent. below par. It would indeed be a 
grievous calamity for the financial future 
of the country if that proved to be the 
case. We were also told that the 
£25,500,000 allocated to the reduction 
of the National Debt would, owing to the 
lower rate of interest, secure the same 
reduction that £28,000,000 did in 1875. 
I submit that any saving of interest on 
the National Debt ought to be devoted, 
not to the reduction of the sum allocated 
to the reduction of the Debt, but to the 
more rapid reduction of the principal. 
This is necessary to secure the national 
credit. It is a most lamentable fact that, 
owing to the enormous national ex- 
penditure of the last three years, the 
whole of the savings effected by the | 
nation at the cost of considerable self- | 
sacrifice during the last thirty years for | 
the reduction of the National Debt, should | 
have been entirely swept away, and that | 
we should be face to face to-day with a| 
national debt higher than that of twenty- | 
five years ago. | 





My third point of objection to the) 
Bill is that it does not give an equi- | 
table reduction of taxation to the) 
indirect taxpayer. The Chancellor of | 
the Exchequer is in the position of being | 
able to remit £10,500,000 out of the | 
£45,500,000 increase of the last eight | 
years. The policy of recent years has 
been to impose an equal amount of direct 
and indirect taxation. Why then on this 
occasion should four-fifths of the relief be 
given to the direct taxpayer and only 
one-fifth to the indirect taxpayer? In 
considering the incidence of taxation, 
everyone is agreed that taxation should, 
as far as possible, be imposed so as to call 
upon every man to bear the burden he is 
able, according to his means. We cannot 
disregard the incidence of local taxation. 
Over £50,000,000 is taken out of the 
pockets of the British taxpayer for local 
taxation, and of this £50,000,000 an 
enormous proportion is borne by the 
working classes of this country. Take 
the case of a working man hiring a house 
in London, say at 7s. 6d. per week. No 
less than one-third of that sum goes for 
local rates and taxes. He is taxed to the 
extent of £6 10s. per annum in connec- 
tion with local taxation for a very poor 





2 JUNE 1903} Bill. 765 


dwelling in London. Therefore, out of 
25s. a week he pays 10 per cent. to 
satisfy local rates and taxes, and probably 
another 10 per cent. for Imperial taxes, 
or 40 per cent. of his entire income. 
That is a 4s. in the £ Income Tax. 
And yet we are told that one-third of the 
population are so poor that they could 
not be called upon to bear any taxation 
whatever. In considering how the 
£10,500,000 surplus should be applied, 
such facts as I have put before the House 
ought to receive the serious consideration 
of the House. Local rates have doubied 
in London within the last twenty-tive 
years and local rates all over the country 
have increased 50 per cent. At the 
present time the Imperial burden of taxa- 
tion amounts to £3 6s. 7d. per head of 
the population. Local indebtedness per 
head has increased, as well as Imperial 
indebtedness, by leaps and bounds. Local 
'indebtedness in London has doub!ed in 
the last twenty-five years, and it now 
stands at £12 17s. 9d. per head as 
against £9 16s. 5d. per head in the 


/country. In the whole country it 
fee increased threefo'd within the 


| last twenty-five years. These considera- 
tions drive me to the conclusion not 
only that it is most inequitable that in 


/connection with this Budget four-fifths 


of the remission of taxation should be for 

the relief of direct taxpayers, and one- 
fifth for the benefit of indirect taxpayers, 
but, in view of the factthat one-third of 
the population is practically, owing to 
poverty, unable to bear any taxation 
whatever, it would have been much 
more equitable to have given tour-fifths 
of the relief to the indirect taxpayers 
and only one-fifth to the wealthier 
direct taxpayers. In addition to the 
abolition of the corn tax, of which | 
heartily approve, and I consider that the 
House and the nation are much indebted 
to the Ghancellor of the Exchequer for 
the sound, firm, and unfaltering position 
he has maintained in regard to this 
remission. But with all deference, in 
view of these facts, I think relief would 
have been more equitably distributed 
were the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to reduce the Income Tax only 2d. in the 
£ and devote the other 2d. to reducing 
the duty on tea by 2d. per pound, and 
abolishing that most flagrantly unjust 
coal tax. 
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With regard to the Income Tax 
the relief given in this case after’ all 
relieves that section of the community 
that least needs relief. What do the 
whole of the Income Tax payers amount 
to compared with the whole population ? 
There are probably 800,000 or 900,000 
persons paying Income ‘Tax, or equal to 
about one-tenth of the population, and 
they possess one-half of the wealth 
of the country, estimated at about 
£1,600,000,000. The gross assessment of , 
the Income Tax is in round figures 
£833,000,000. That sum is possessed 
by 800,000 people, and it furnishes an 
average income to every man, woman, | 
and child included in that total, of £200 
a year. When you divide the remaining 
national income amongst the rest of the 
community it shows that they possess 
about £18 each per annum. Therefore, I 
ask what would be equitable in the way of 
taxation between those possessing £200 
and those possessing £18 a year? With 
regard to the corn tax, it is unnecessary, 
after the lengthened discussion which 
has taken place, for me toadd my quota, 
but I heartily approve of the removal of 
the tax, on account of the fiscal changes 
which have been suggested. The Prime 
Minister said that he began to consider 
the necessity of fiscal changes in 1880, 
but in 1903 he remains still without any 
settled convictions on the subject. His 
process of conversion has been slow, 
and I hope it will be generations yet 
to come before either he or his successors 
are converted. I earnestly hope that at 
any rate we may feel that any pro- 
posal to tax the food of the people 
has now been relegated to the remote 
future. 

I object to this Finance Bill because 
it does not provide for the abolition 
of the coal tax, and I think I can 
show that the coal tax is one which 
is absolutely unjust and _ indefensible. 
The coal tax violates the principle of , 
equal incidence of taxation, and it is | 
imposed upon one great industry 
only and upon a section only of that | 
industry, and, further, no corresponding 
tax is placed upon other industries. It 
is a reversal of the fiscal policy of this | 
country. We are told that this is a free | 
trade Budget, but it cannot be so long | 
as it continues the imposition of a tax 
which is worse than any protective tax. | 
A protective tax might be imposed for | 


Mr. Joseph Walton. 


| producers. 


| providing of 
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' the supposed benefit of the colonies, home 


producers, and manufacturers, but this is 
a tax imposed for the benefit only of 
foreign producers, and it handicaps British 
Again, it is the only tax 
imposed upon any British export. 
Capitalists invested their money in coal 
mines believing that the fiscal policy of 
the country would remain undisturbed, 
and yet, out of the earnings they have 
gained by investment of capital and 
the work of the miners, and the 
ships, the State has, 
under this tax, confiscated £2,200,000, 
A more flagrantly unjust imposition was 
never put on any industry, and how the 
present Chancellor of the Exchequer can 
continue it I fail to conceive. [An Hon. 
MemMBER: “ Who pays it?”] The late 
Chancellor of the Exchequer said that 
the consumer abroad pays it, but I am 
glad to be able to give upon this point 
the opinion of the present Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. who told us that the tax 
is not paid by the consumer. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Ritcutr, Croydon) : 
When ? 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON : In your 
Budget speech. The right hon. Gentle- 
man was good enough to send me a copy 
of it, and in it he says :— 

“ The coal tax does not fall on the consumer. 
It has not injuriously affected the quantity of 
—— and [ do not propose to interfere with 
1b. 

Therefore the right hon. Gentleman. 
declared that this tax would not fall on 
the consumer. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Not in this country. 


| When I was speaking I was talking about 


the tax not falling upon the consumer in 
this country. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON : I think I 
was entitled from what he said to conclude 
that he meant the consumer of the coal. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I was talking about 


the taxes borne by the consumer in this 


country. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: I accept 
fully the explanation of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, but I concluded that he 
meant the consumer of the coal. I desire 
to say that it does fall upon the producer- 
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of the coal and not upon the consumer. | 
Upon this question 1 speak specially for | 
the north of England, where the coal | 
possesses no monopoly of markets. Our | 
exports go to Germany, Holland, Belgium | 
and France, and we have there to compete | 
with foreign coal. Only a certain price | 
is obtainable, and out of that price, by | 
reason of this tax, we receive 1s. a ton 
less at the pit’s mouth than if the tax | 
had not been imposed. The Chancellor | 
of the Exchequer stated that no serious 
injury had been sustained by this tax. 
It is true that the great coal strike in 
America and France prevented the great 
diminution in our exports which would | 
otherwise have taken place. But what 
are the facts? There has been a diminu- | 
tion in the exports of Durham, 
Northumberland, and Yorkshire coal to. 
Germany, Holland, Belgium, and France 
of 2,600,000 tons in 1902 as compared | 
with 1900. The exports to the north- 
eastern ports of Germany, Holland, 
3elgium, and France were 2,000,000 tons 
less in 190] than in 1900. Tbe German 
exports of coal to Holland, Belgium, and 
France increased by 1,154,802 tons in 
1902 as compared with 1901. The 
north-eastern exports to the same con- 
tinental nations decreased by 678,000 
tons in 1902 as compared with 190]. 
Therefore, aided by the bounty given to 
the German competitors by the British 
Government, they not only took the 
whole of that 678,000 tons reduction in | 
our trade which we sustained, but they 
took in addition an additional trade of 
475,000 tons, a large proportion of which 
we should have secured had we not been | 
handicapped by the British Government 
with this coal tax, which is a bounty in 
favour of the foreign producers. The 
results if we consider them as applying to 
Holland and Belgium are still more | 


| Just recently we 


_ described. 
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trations. We have supplied the Eastern 
Railway Company of France for years 
and years with the whole of their 
locomotive coal. Last year when the 
tenders were sent in British coal pro- 
ducers had to charge ls. per ton to cover 
the export tax. The German coal pro- 


ducers had no such impost to add, and the 
result was that the contract for 150,000 


tons for the first time for a generation went 
to the Westphalian coal producers, 
and was lost’ to the British coal trace. 
were told by the 
ex-Chancellor of the Exchequer that we 
had a monopoly in the north of England 
in the matter of gas coal. But recently 
we lost a contract of 100,000 tons for the 
Hague Gas-works. It was taken by 
Germany, and in addition to that I may 
tell the Chancellor of the Exchequer that 
within the last few weeks we have lost in 
the Rotterdam market still more important 
contracts, that have always been held by 
British coal owners and which have gone 
now to foreign competitors. This decrease 
of the export trade has taken place in 
spite of the unprecedented fall in shipping 
freights. Shipping freights between the 
north of England and the Continent, to 
places such as Hamburg, fell in 1901 
53d. per ton, and in 1902 9d. per ton, as 
compared with the average of the last ten 
years. To seven selected ports in the 
north of France the fall was 6d. in 1901 
and 74d. in 1902, and yet in spite of this 
we have lost ground to the extent I have 
The ex-Chanceilor of the 
Exchequer said that great advantage 
was given to the British shipowner by 
reason of the fact that we allowed him 
to take any quantity of bunkers for 
ship’s use free of export duty, but he 
ignored the fact altogether that the more 
bunkers he took the less cargo he took, 
and that therefore the earning power of 


wR 





startling. From nearly 3,000,000 tons the ship was diminished, while the State 
exported to Holland and Belgium in received no corresponding advantage in 
1900, we have fallen in 1902 to 1,362,000 | the matter of revenue. But the question 
tons, whereas, compared with 1901, | does not affect the coal mining industry 
Germany has in 1902 increased her | and the shipping industry only. If we 
exports to those countries by 970,000. | have less exports to take ae of this 
These illustrations show how the coal tax | country in the shape of coal, we have 
hendionpe British coal owners in their | fewer ships going abroad to bring back 
pag og in markets where they have | imports to this country for the benefit of 
— the competition of foreign coal | the whole community. I know that it 
, _is proposed to increase the cost of imports 

I shall only detain the House by | to the British consumer, but at any rate 
giving two illustrations of how far we | 80 far as we are concerned we wish to be 
are handicapped. They are concrete illus-| able to maintain them at a cheap rate 
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in order to be able to compete success- 


fully with protectionist nations and in| 


protectionist markets. 


Now the imposition of this tax was. 
that the rates charged to put coal 


justified two years ago on the ground 
that the coal owners were making 
huge profits and could well afford to 
pay the tax. But the singular thing 
is that inland collieries were making 
greater profits than export collieries, and 
why 'n the name of all that is fair and 
reasonable this tax should be imposed on 
export collieries and not on inland col- 
lieries has yet to be answered. Take the 
case of two collieries in the Barnsley 
Division of Yorkshire. One colliery 
exports 240,000 tons of coal, and there- 
fore puys under this tax to the extent of 
£12,009 a year, whereas the other 
colliery, two miles away, which does not 
export a single ton, does not pay one 
farthing of any corresponding tax. I 
am extremely sorry that the Return I 
moved for showing the wages and profits 
in coal mining should only have been 
issued this morning. I have not had 
time to go through it, and cannot make 
any reference to it to-day, but I venture 
to say to the House that the price of 
coal generally is enormously reduced in 
the last two years. Many classes of coal 
are only worth half to-day what they 
were worth two years ago. We have 
arrived at a situation in connection with 
the coal trade in which it is perfectly true 
to say that some collieries are working 
to-day at an actual loss, and some at only 
a nominal profit, and therefore to con- 
tinue a huge charge of £2,200,000 on 
export collieries only, while no other 
industry in the country is subject to a 
corresponding tax, is an act of the most 
flagrant injustice. At any rate if this 
taxis to be continued it ought to be made 
an ad valorem duty. How absolutely 
absurd that coal only at the value of 6s. 


should be charged Is. per ton export | 


duty, and that coal worth 12s. per ton 
should only pay the same tax. Surely 
the imposition of an ad valorem duty, 
levied at the pit’s mouth, would be the 
equitable system. But how much more 
ridiculous is the fact that it pays a coal 
owner better to sell coal at 5s. 11d. than 
6s. 10d. If he sells at 6s. 10d. he has to 
pay the ls. duty, butif he sells at 5s. 11d. 
he escapes it. A stronger proof of the 
absurdity of the way in which this tax is 
Mr. Joseph Walton. 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 772 


imposed you could not possibly have. It 
is absolutely unanswerable. 

Then again they levy this duty on a 
free-on-board price, ignoring altogether 


free on board vary enormously. Sup- 
posing you sell coal free on board 
from a colliery that has a 2s. 7d. 
rate to the port of shipment at 6s. ld., 
you receive the balance of 3s. 6d. and 
of this the State gets ls. as coal duty, 
leaving 2s. 6d. to the coal owner. Sup- 
posing there is another export colliery 
from which the carriage to the port of 


| shipment is 6d. per ton, the coal owner 


can take a contract over the head of his 
competitors at 5s. 11d., which leaves him 
with 5s, 5d. per ton, and on that he has 
no export tax whatever. Therefore in 
the case of two colliery owners producing 
in this country exactly the same class of 
coal. and selling to within 2d. per ton at 
the same price. one receives 5s. 5d. and 
the other 2s. 6d. for his coal. I think 
that nothing could demonstrate the 
unfairness of the way this tax is levied 
better than facts of this sort, which I 
venture to say are absolutely indis- 
putable. If the ex-Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had levied a 2d. tax on the 
whole of the coal production of the 
United Kingdom the tax would have 
raised more money, and if he had caused 
the royalty owners to pay ld. of 
that, and the coal owners the other 
ld., no great complaint would have 
arisen, because the royalty owners 
receive their rent on a_ sliding 
scale, and during years of inflation they 
receive an enormously augmented income 
on coal royalties. We were told when 
the ex-Chancellor of the Exchequer in- 
troduced the tax that one very desirable 
object in view was to prolong the life 
of the highest qualities of coal in the 
United Kingdom. The object of the 
colliery owners has always been to pro- 
long the life of their best seams, and 
therefore they have worked the inferior 
and more expensive seams concurrently 
with the cheaper and better seams so 
long as they could make a profit. But 
what has been the consequence of this 
coal tax? It has been that as prices 
have fallen they have ceased working 
the more expensive and thinner seams, 
and concentrated upon working out 
more rapidly the more valuable and 
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cheaper working seams. Therefore the 
object the ex-Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had in view in imposing the tax 
is absolutely defeated, and the opposite 
result is being produced by the continu- 
ance of the tax. Really | must apologise 
to the House for going into this matter. 
It is a wide subject, and after all we did 
not have an opportunity of a general 
discussion on the introduction of the 
Budget, and therefore I am sure the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer does not 
at all object that we should review the 
whole of the financial provisions of His 
Majesty’s Government for the present 
year. 

The last point | desire to refer to is 
the fact that this coal tax has brought 
about a considerable reduction in the 
wages of coal miners. In the last two 
years the wages of coal miners in 
Northumberland have been reduced no 
less than 35 per cent., and in 


Durham 30 per cent., and as their, 
wages are regulated by the selling price | 


of coal at the pit, and as that selling 
price is reduced substantially when we 
deduct a shilling per ton for the duty on 
export coal, the miners throughout the 
country have had to bear a considerable 
share of the burden. And now, in face 
of these facts, and in face of the sugges- 
tions that they should pay more for 
their food supply in future, it is proposed 
that the tax should be continued. 
Well now, we have in the present 
financial yeara surplus of ten and a-half 
millions sterling for the remission of 
taxation. I wonder if there is anyone 
in the House so sanguine as to believe 
that in the near future we shall haye a 
similarly substantial surplus. Therefore 
it appears to me, so far as the abolition of 
the coal tax is concerned—the only tax | 
levied on a British export in favour of | 
the foreign producer—if we do not! 
receive a remission of it this year there | 
is small hope of doing so in years to 
come. 

There are many other questions in | 
connection with the Finance Bill that 
might be referred to. There is the 
question of the incidence of the Income 
Tax. I am glad to know that the Chan- | 
cellor of the Exchequer is having a) 
Commission on this important subject ; | 
and I hope it will lead toa further ex- | 
tension of the principle of a graduated | 
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Income Tax: that those having a com- 
paratively small income up to £1,000 a 
year will have to pay less income tax 
in the future, and that in that way 
the burden of taxation will be made 
to fall equitably on all classes 
of the community. There are other 
sources of income open to. the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. I should 
be glad if he could see his way to a 
taxation of land values and to the 
imposition of a penny on every £1 
share transfer; and in addition to that 
I should earnestly desire a huge tax on 
motor-cars. They are most hideous in 
appearance, and largely occupicd by 
people most fantastically dressed ; they 
leave behind them, usually, a trail of 
polluted atmosphere; and they are 
becoming an increasing source of danger 
in the crowded London streets, both to 
men and beasts. I hope the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer will take into serious 
consideration a tax on motor-cars so as 
to prevent their too rapid multiplication. 
But returning to my own particular 
question, the coal tax, I trust that before 
the Second Reading of the Finance Bill 
is ended the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
will give my proposal his serious and 
friendly consideration, and that we may 
have announced from him in his place in 
Parliament that he does recognise that 
this being a tax imposed upon one great 
export from this country—the only one, 


‘and which operates in favour of the 


foreign and colonial producer—it ought 
to be remitted. We hear a great deal in 


‘these days of giving a preference to our 
colonies ; but at present we do give 


them many preferences, because we 
admit into this country their goods duty 


_ free while they exact duty on our goods ; 
| and we give in certain markets of the 


world a shilling per ton in favour of the 
Canadian and Australian coal producer 
to the detriment of the British coal 


producer. Onall these grounds I submit 
'to the Chancellor of the Exchequer that 


he should adjust his taxation in a more 
equitable direction by the removal of the 
coal tax. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): I have 
no intention of entering upon such a 
general survey of the financial pro- 
gramme of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer as has been indulged in by the 


2D 





775 


hon. 
But I am glad that the Hou-e, in the 
discussion of the Finance Bill, has, at| their own  resources—serious and 
any rate, at last reached the point| vital «as that may be—but in 
when we can examine the financial pro-|the interest of the resources and the 
posals of the Government in their general | financial stability of this country. The 
aspect instead of confining and concen- | Income Tax has always been treated— 
trat.ng our attention on a very vital and|and ought to be treated—as a great 
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Member who has just sat down. | that the Income Tax payers deserve some 


| nance 


consideration, not even in the interest of 





important branch of these proposals, but | 


still only a branch. I agree with a great 
many of the things which fell from my 
hon. friend opposite in the first part of his 


speech with regard to the National Debt. | 


But, with all respect, I do not follow or 
agree with him in his observations-about 
the coal trade, because, so far as I and a 
large number of persons in the country 
are concerned, the arguments which he 
adduced against the continuance of that 
tax were arguments which would lead to 
an opposite conclusion. We do not view 
with alarm, but with satisfaction, the 
diminution of the export of coal from 
this country. When the hon. Member 
informed us, with serious lamentation, 
that last year there had been a cessation 
of the consumption of coal from English 
sources by the great railway companies 
on the Continent, all I can tell him is that 
I believe in a great part of this country 
that cessation of the export of coal will 
be viewed with satisfaction-—at all events, 
with equanimity. 

Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: That is 
selfishness. 


Mr. COHEN: Ido not think that is 
aright and proper term to apply to a 
large section of the community. It is 
certainly an opprobrious one. We do 


not consider, when we want to preserve | 


our coal for ourselves, that there should 


be a continuance of the undiminished | 


reserve to which we can have recourse 
in times of stress and pressure and war. 
But directly that stress and pressure is 
over the Income Tax should be reduced 
to that level from which it can be speedily 
raised, and from which we can always 
draw that reserve which is the greatest 
financial resource this country possesses. 
I pass now from that portion of the hon. 
Gentleman’s speech in which I differ 
from him. I am much more with him 
in his observations about the condition 
of the National Debt. That fills me, not 
exactly with alarm, but with consider- 
able anxiety; and I am bound to say 
that. in my opinion, the financial pro- 
posals of the Government this year are 
not calculated to allay that anxiety. 
They do not seem to me to supply that 
provision for times of stress and pressure 
which it is binding on this country 
always to make when these times of 
stress and pressure cease to operate. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer gave us, in 
his Budget speech, some very interesting 
and elaborate figures, and contrasted the 
condition of the Debt now with what it 
was when Sir Stafford Northcote estab- 
lished the New Sinking Fund in 1875. 
He told us that the amount of the Debt 
on that occasion was, by a happy co- 
incidence, almost identical with what it 
was at the present moment. It was 
then £769,000,000, while it is now 
£770,000,000, 


fertility of our exports, at intense cost, 


of one of the staple necessities of life in| 


this country. There was another obser- 
vation which fell from the hon. Gentleman 
with which Ido not agree; and that is 
about the Income Tax. The largest 
number of Income Tax payers are people 
who have a very direct and very urgent 
claim on the compassion and the sympathy 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: Hear, 
hear. 


Mr. COHEN: I am very glad my 


hon. friend agrees with that. I claim 
Mr. Cohen. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: 


| £790,000,000. 


Mr. COHEN: The Chancellor of the 
_ Exchequer said £770,000,000. At any 
| rate he said that the National Debt then 
'and now was practically identical. But 
‘the constitution of the National Debt 
was then very different from now; and 
'I shall refer to that difference in a 
| moment or two. But there are figures 
|applicable to a comparison of the two 
| periods which are much more significant, 
_and which do not show the same identity 
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of total on thesetwo occasions. In 1875-6 | 
the national income was some £2,000,000 

or £3,000,000 below £80,000,000. I 

think the exact amount was £78,000,000 ; 

and of that income Sir Stafford North- 

cote appropriated £28,000,000 for his | 
New Sinking Fund. At the present, 
time the Chancellor of the Exchequer 

disposes of an income of £144,270,000 ; 

and from that sum the Chancellor of 

the Exchequer provides £27,000,000 to 

the New Sinking Fund. I think the 

House will see that that amount contrasts 

very strikingly and not very favourably 

with the £28,000,000 in 1875-6. 


But since Sir Stafford Northcote in- 
stituted the New Sinking Fund, a new 
system has grown up which, to my mind, 
constitutes, if not a great financial 
danger, at least a considerable financial 
inconvenience. We have now a system of 
Treasury bills which has grown up, which 
raises money which must be paid off in a 
very short time after the creation of the 
Bills; and we have a large amount of 
Treasury bonds in circulation, all of which 
mature at a fixed date. No one knows 
better than the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer that that is a process which has 
not always been economical, which has 
frequently been very costly, and at times 
heen attended with inconvenience. I 
think from the Return moved for by my 
hon. friend the Member for Exeter we 
have an amount of terminable debt matur- 
ing within a very short time about which 
it would be very interesting if the House 
were given some information. The total 
amount of unfunded debt at the 
present moment is £75,133,000, and of 
that amount £30,000,000 is on account 
of the War Loan not due till 1910; 
so that, for the purpose of my present 
argument, that can be set on one side. 
There are £14,000,0U0 Exchequer Bonds 
not due until 1905, so that they may 
also be put on one side; and there are 
£10,000,000 bonds due on August 7th 
next. I do net press my right hon. friend 
to tell us in what way he is going to meet 
that pressing liability. I think it is con- 
ceivable—and from my City experience 
I think it likely —that to announce before- 
hand the way in which my right hon. 
friend is going to meet that £10,000,000, 
which he must meet in a little more than 
six weeks, might occasion inconvenience. 
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That leaves an amount of £21,000,000 
which I take it exists in Treasury bills. 
That is a very dangerous form for the 
liabilities of the National Exchequer to 
take. In 1898 the total amount of the 
unfunded debt of this country was 
£8,133,000 ;it hasincreased to£75, 000,000 
at the present moment. I do not he- 
lieve, as the hon. Gentleman opposite 
suggested, that the position of Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, any more than the 
position of Prime Minister, is hereditary, 
and I hope that the tenure of office of 
the present Chancellor of the Exchequer 
will exist long after the unfunded debt 
has been cleared off. But I think it is 
the duty of a Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
whether he be Conservative or Radical, to 
try and convert the pressing liabilities of 
the State in the form of unfunded debt 
as speedily as possible. I have very 
high authority for that opinion. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouth, who everyone will 
admit was one of the greatest Chancellors 
of the Exchequer we have ever had—at 
any rate, that is my opinion—said on 
the 24th April, 1893— 

‘*T have a strong opinion that the less the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer is in the mai ket 
the better, that the business of the country 
ought to be conducted on a large scale, and 
that to have to deal with bills of small amounts 
at intervals of three months is a thing to be 
avoided if possible.” 

That cannot be avoided in times of 
financial pressure and war. We must 
raise money for short periods, and the 
very fact of that necessity ought, in my 
judgment, to impose upon the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer the duty of funding as 
speedily as possible every portion of the 
unfunied debt that is capable of being 
extinguished. We know that the Govern- 
ment must hold, and does hold, some of 
these short dated securities, but the 
total amount of these unfunded securities 
should always be kept within such an 
amount as to leave very little possibility 
of their getting into the hands of the 
money market, so that it may not be 
within the power of the money market 
to cause inconvenience to the National 
Exchequer and the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Hear, hear! 
2D2 
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Mr. COHEN: | am glad my right 
hon. friend, whose experience is un- 
rivalled in all these matters, appreciates 
the importance of that. Now I come to 
the second branch of my subject, namely, 
the Sinking Fund. Weare in the habit 
of calling Sir Staitord Northcote’s Fund 
the “‘New Sinking Fund.” That was 
applicable when the Fund was first intro- 
duced and for a few years afterwards, 
but it has ceased to have its full force 
for a great many years. I do not think 
that we should call it the ‘“‘ New Sinking 
Fund,”’ but rather the ‘Sinking Fund.” 
I do not know what is likely to become 
of the old Sinking Fund. The old 
Sinking Fund was a capital thing in the 
old days of recurrent surpluses ; but we 
are never now treated to such luxuries 
as surpluses. The operation of the old 
Sinking Fund does not conduce to 
economy; on the contrary, it almost 
invites extravagance. We have seen 
two forces at work which have contri- 
buted to the disappearance of surplus 
after surplus. One is that we have year 
aiter year a considerable increase in the 
number of Supplementary Estimates. | 
do not suggest that Supplementary 
Estimates are introduced because the 
Government wish to make a surplus 
disappear. [| have too much faith in the 
vigilant eye of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to imagine anything of the 
kind; but certain it is that Supple- 
mentary Estimates can be provided for 
because of a surplus without causing 
inconvenience to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and, accordingly, the old 
Sinking Fund is invaded and tends to 
disappear. Theother influence operating 
in the same direction is the intercepting 
of funds belonging to the Exchequer 
before they get into that holy of holies. 
We see funds intercepted which ought 
to be voted for the extinction of debt— 
and that system has increased of late 
years. My hon. friend the Member for 
King’s Lynn has called attention to that 
several times. My right hon. friend the 
former Chancellor of the Exchequer 


defended — or perhaps excused would | 


be the proper expression—the misappro- | 


priation—I do not think that is too | 


strong a term—of those funds before 
they got into the Exchequer, with the | 
result that the surplus which should have | 
been appropriated to the extinction ofdebt | 
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disappeared gradually year after year. 
Consequently the only Sinking Fund 
available for the extinction of debt is Sir 
Statford Northcote’s fund, which has now 
been re-established. I called attention 
of the House to the fact that the pro- 
portion of £27,000,000 which the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer appropriates now 
is inferior to the amount which Sir Staf- 
ford Northcote applied in 1876. A half a 
million has been diverted from what 
should properly belong to the New Sink- 
ing Fund, and the amount was fixed at 
£27,000,000 instead of £27,500,000. A 
duty devolves upon the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, which I do not think he has 
effectually borne in mind, of restoring the 
New Sinking Fund by an amount pro- 
portionate to the growth of the debt since 
the war. Having stated that, it may 
perhaps be expected of me to make sug- 
gestions which, however, I am sure my 
right hon. friend cannot now carry out 
Personally, | do not want the corn tax 
remitted. I am not going into the thorny 
question of free trade versus protection. 
On that question I avow myself as ardent 
a free trader as my right hon. friend 
himself. I advocate the retention of the 
corn tax because | believed last year, 
and I still believe, that it does not violate 
the principle of free trade, which is 
al to me, and because the retention 
of that tax would have enabled us to 
devote £2,500,000 to the redemption of 
debt, which has always been a_ binding 
obligation on the House of Commons, but 
which, in my opinion, was never so_bind- 
ing as at the present moment, when we 
have increased the debt by something 
like £155,000,000. There is one thing 
I may say which I believe will increase 
the force of my argument. I am not one 
of those who believe in the reduetion of 
national expenditure. Personally I do 
not wish to see our national expenditure 
reduced. We cannot reduce expenditure 
on the Navy; and I do not even know 
whether we can reduce expenditure on 
the Army. Therefore, as we cannot re- 
duce our national expenditure, the duty 
is binding and urgent on us to energeti- 
cally take in hand the reduction of the 
debt. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 


| dee): The Prime Minister told us the 


other day that neither the House nor the 
country cared three farthings whether 
the corn duty was in the Budget or not, 
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and the aspect of the House at this 
moment is some testimony to the truth of 
that observation. 
curious debate in the previous sittings on 
this Bill, in so far that we have been dis- 
cussing an Amendment limited to the 
retention of the corn duty, and we have 
not touched the question under discussion. 
I do not desire to say anything on this 
question. I merely wish to ask the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 
cam give any explanation as to an altera- 
tion in his Budget statement which has 
caused some mystification. I had not 
the good fortune to hear the statement 
made, but I have read the authorised 
report published in Hansard and cor- 
rected by the right hon. Gentleman him- 
self. The right hon. Gentleman has sent 
to me, and to all of us I suppose, a 
pamphlet copy of his statement, which, so 
far as the corn duty is concerned, differs 
as it seems to me from the speech 
delivered as reported in the newspapers 
and in Hansard. There has been a corree- 
tion made in the pamphlet form of the 
statement, and whether it has any signi- 
ficance or not is the question 1 submit to 
the right hon. Gentleman. It may be 
that the alteration, although considerable, 
involving as itdoes the recasting of a whole 
sentence, is not meant to have significance. 
In the Hansard corrected report, the 
right hon. Gentleman, while speaking on 
the corn duty, is reported to have said, 
and he is also reported in The Times as 
saying— 

‘*T do not think it (the corn tax) ean remain 

permanently an integral portion of our fiscal 
system unless there is some radical change in 
our economic circumstances, or it is connected 
with some boon much desired by the working 
classes.” 
The change made in the pamphlet in- 
volved the exclusion of a good many 
words, and the recasting of the whole 
sentence, so that I suppose the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer meant it to have some 
significance. It stated tnat the corn 
duty— 

‘“Cannot remain permanently an integral 
portion of our fiscal system unless in connection 
with some radical change in our economic 
policy.” 

In Hansard he said it could not be per- 
manent unless there was some change in 
our economic circumstances; in his 
ultimate version he said it could not be 
permanently an integral portion of our 
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fiscal system unless in connection with 
some radical change in our economic 


policy. 


Mr. RITCHIE: That is what I said. 
1 did not personally correct the author- 
ised Report in Hansard. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The 
right hon. Gentleman has deemed it im- 
portant to make a most elaborate 
correction involving a recasting of the 
whole sentence. 


Mr. RITCHIE was understood to 


dissent. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The 
Report in The Times also said “unless 
there is some radical change in our 
economic circumstances.” 


Mr. RITCHIE: That is not what | 
said. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Then 
the right hon, Gentleman has unfortu- 
nately been misreported both by The 
Times and by Hansard, but now we have 
the correct version before us at last, and 
the right hon. Gentleman does not say 
that change of circumstances is to be the 
justification for the imposition of the 
corn duty as a permanent part of the 
fiscal system, but that if there is to be 
a change in the fiscal system the fiscal 
policy must be changed altogether. The 
report is in question, and the doubt 
which has been cast on the position 
of so many Ministers, including members 
of the Cabinet, on this question is so 
great as to justify me in calling atten- 
tion to what had struck me as an im- 
portant alteration in what I must still 
regard as the authorised statement made 
on behalf of the Government on a ques- 
tion of policy. 


Ma. RITCHIE: I think it is only right 
to say, in order to make this matter per- 
fectly plain, and as the hon. Gentleman 
speaks about my “ corrected ” statement, 
that the only statement which I have 
personally revised is in the pamphlet 
form in which it has been sent to the 
hon. Gentleman; and that pamphlet 
contains exactly the words I used. I was 
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so particular as to the words I used that 
I read them out to the House, when I[ 
made my statement, from my memo- 
randum, so that there can be no doubt 
about the fact. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I 
should have said that the pamphlet 
version is said to be extracted from 
The Parliamentary Debates (authorised 
edition); on looking at which I find 
“circumstances” was the word used, 
whereas “ policy” was used in what I 
regard now as the corrected edition. 
Therefore the right hon. Gentleman will 
admit that I was accurate in using the 
words “corrected edition” from that point 
of view. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Certainly. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Now 
[ will pass from that. There is one 
very general topic which figures in the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman, and 
which has figured in the speech of his 
predecessors for many years, and which 
bulked very largely in the speech his 
predecessor made a few days ago. I 
allude to the remarks made on the 
subject of expenditure. I thank the 
right hon. Gentleman for his aspirations. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
More than aspirations. Intentions. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: We 
will not quarrel about a phrase. | thank 
him for his declarations, and I hope, if 
not this year, it may be possible to reduce 
the normal expenditure of the country. 
I listened with even more satisfaction, not 
unmingled with regret, to what was said 
by the right hon. Member for West 
Bristol the other day. He told us, as I 
understood, that had his remonstrances 
been received with a little more sym- 
pathy by his colleagues he might not be 
addressing the House from the place 
which he occupied. The right hon. 
Gentleman said he had protested for 
years against the increase in the normal 
expenditure of the country. I do not 
think that statement is altogether fair 
to his late colleagues, in view of the 
fact that although he protested against 
it, by remaining in office he assented to it. 

Mr. Ritchie. 
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But the right hon. Gentleman had 
made an appeal to the Prime Minister 
to give special attention to the enormous 
growth in the increase of another normal 
expenditure of the nation. What does 
that mean? Let the House consider for 
one moment where the chief growth of 
normal expenditure occurs, and what 
chance there is of checking it. In the 
Civil Service there has been a net increase 
of £2,000,000, attributable to the edu- 
cational policy of last year. It is obvious 
that that cannot be reduced. The 
Revenue Department has increased by 
£700,000. I doubt whether in that 
item a satisfactory case can be made 
out for any reduction with regard to 
the Army ; though there may be great 
waste in Army expenditure, there is 
practically no increase in the normal ex- 
penditure this year. In the Navy, 
however, the net increase has been 
£3,200,000,—an increase equal to the 
aggregate of all the other increases. If, 
theretore, the right hon. Member for 
West Bristol meant anything at all here 
was the opportunity for him tv lead a 
campaign of economy in this House. 
What arethe facts? Weon this side have 
tried in vain to direct attention to the 
one item of naval expenditure which 
involved an increase of all the other 
items—namely, the Shipbuilding Vote, 
and without mercy have been voted down. 
Why are you asking £1,000,000 more 
for this Vote this year than last?) That 
is a question which has been frequently 
put, and I venture to say that we have 
had no answer to it. It is an answer 
that can only come from the Prime 
Minister, or from the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, because it is a matter which 
depends on general poliey. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer gave in general 
terms what I suppose might be regarded 
as the justification of this increase when 
he said that, so long as other fleets 
grew, our Fleet must also grow in size. 
Now that is a question upon which we 
wish for further information. We want 
to know what fleets are growing, and 
what has happened in the way of a 
change of standard to justify the demand 
for this enormous increase in the Navy. 
I would receive with more satisfaction 
than I have done the prote:tations of 
different Chancellors of the Exchequer 
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on this point if I found that they were! 
willing to justifyand defend the additional 
expenditure. Our complaint has been | 
that our requests for explanation have | 
been ignored. There will, however, be | 
an opportunity later on of raising this | 
point on the remaining portion of the 
Shipbuilding Vote, and I hope on that 
occasion we shall have the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bristol 
giving effect to his own declarations in 
favour of economy, and that we shall 
have from the Prime Minister, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, or some- 
body else entitled to speak for the policy 
of the whole Government, a reason for 
the great increase. As | shall have 
other occasions of calling the attention of 
the House to this topic, I will now pass on | 
to another question. 


There has been on these occasions 
au controversy, or rather a_ contlict, 
between the interests, or supposed 


interests, of the direct and the indirect 
taxpayer. I do not propose to go into 
that at anv length now, but let me say 
at once that I do not accept the position 
which appears to be set up in certain 
quarters of this House, that justice is 
cone if you merely balance indirect and 
direct taxation, and place them upon 
something like terms of equality. It is 
often said that if you raise as much 
money by indirect as you do by direct 
taxation justice is done. I do not, how- 
ever, accept that theory. From my 
point of view, indirect taxation, so far as 
it affects the necessaries of life, involves 
an inevitable wrong and injustice, and 
there is no getting out of that. I will) 
not repeat the assertion so often made, 
on the authority of an elaborate in- 
vestigation, that one-third of our people 
are hardly getting a living wage. Un- 
doubtedly an enormously large number 
of people in this country are far below 
the living wage line. They are people | 
whose incomes do not admit of their 
being taxed at all; they are the poorest 
of the poor ; they are the most helpless 
of the helpless ; they are often women, 
who have no votes, and possibly have to 
provide for orphan children out of their 
various small means, and I venture to. 
say that any additional burden placed 
upon them is a gross wrong. Any 
burden at all is, in fact, an unfair burden | 
in their case, and so far as taxation goes, | 
I adhere to the principle that you cannot 
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have justice unless a person is first in 
possession of a living wage, and then you 
must only tax incomes above the living 
wage line in equal proportion to their 
amount. So long as you tax tea and 
sugar, and even beer and tobacco, you 


establish the claim of a large section of 


the community who cannot bear any 


| taxa ion at all, for relief in the shape of 


old-age pensions, and I believe that 
many Members of this House will’ agree 
with that proposition. I want, further, 
to point out that this taxation which 
must involve injustice is made all the 
more galling to many of us, and all the 
more indefensible, by the fact that for 
years and years this House, under 
successive (Governments—Governments 
belonging to both Parties—has levied 
this cruel taxation upon the poorest of 
the poor, while they know there exists 
untaxed sources of revenue which they 
refuse to apply to the benefit of the 
poor. That is a grievance under which 
both the direct, and indirect taxpayers 
suffer. Nota single farthing additional 
on the Income Tax will I vote for so 
long as the Government shuts its eyes to 
the fact that thereare great public values 
which must be used in relief of taxation, 
but which they refuse to touch at all. 


I am going now toallude to one of the 
most undoubted cases of that kind. | 
refer to the endowment—for it is nothing 
else—out of public funds of one trade, 
namely, the licensed trade, and to the 
low duties attached to their monopoly. 
You have in the case of the licensed 
victuallers’ trade a State monopoly. 
There never was a clearer case of 
monopoly. You have refused by law 
free trade in liquor, you have conferred 
the privilege of selling liquor upon a 
small and select class, and the moment 
you have created a monopoly of that 
sort, you have made it your bounden 
duty to take the full monopoly value so 
created for the use of the State. But 
you do not do that. The duties are so 
low that they are no tax at all, they are 
only an insignificant fraction, and that 
has been proved in a case which recently 
occurred showing the enormous value of 
this monopoly. It will be remembered 
that Lord Grey, for philanthropic reasons, 
applied for a licence for certain premises 
and obtained it, and that he was offered 
£10,000 for the property before he had 
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spent a single penny upon it. Why | 
was that offer made? It was made | 
because it was well worth while for a) 
speculator to get a bare chance of- 
carrying on this business even on the 
limited scale on which it was proposed | 
to be carried on. Our friend, the late 
Mr. Caine, whose absence from this | 
House I am sure we all deplore, once 
had an estimate made of the annual 
value of the endowment of public-house 
licences arising out of the fact that the 
duties are so low, and the figures which 
were obtained established the fact that 
you might increase the revenue derived 
from these duties to £10,000,000 a 
year, whereas you only get about 
£1,500,000 now, and that even that 
£10,000,000 would not exhaust the 
monopoly value of the licences. If 
that is true, everything I have said 
is established as to your present 
system of annual endowment of a 
particular trade, and | for my part 
object not only to the indirect taxation 
continued by this Budget, but to the 
income tax and to every other tax 
so long as a source of public revenue 
like that is to be wasted as it now is 
upon a particular class. 


What has been the official answer on 
this point ? It is that the duties are given 
to the local authorities, and that therefore 
the State would not benetit from their 
increase, as they would only go to the 
local authority under the existing law. 
That is not what | propose. I propose 
that the true value of the licence 
should be taken, and that any excess 
over the amount now given to the 
local authority should be handed to the 
State in relief of Imperial taxation, and 
1 believe that if that were done it 
would extend the revenue of this country 
to the extent of many millions. I, for. 
one, will never vote for any tax proposed 
in this or any other Budget so long as 
this source of revenue is squandered. 
I would remind the House that the 
trade have not only, under existing 


circumstances, a vested interest in | 
their licences, but they have a 
vested interest in the low rate of | 


duty for which I can see no sort of 
foundation whatever, and_ therefore 
I do hope that some more just system | 
of taxation will be decided upon, because | 
one of the worst features in connection | 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 
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with the question of compensation 
which has been raised, and which thas 
so long proved a bar to progress in this 
country, is materially affected by the 
imposition and maintenance of these 
very low duties. That is one of the 
worst endowments, but there is another 
which is a municipal monopoly to 
which the same reasoning may be 
applied. The taxation of land values 
has been adopted by practically the 
whole Liberal Party. I should propose 


‘to bring to the aid of the Exchequer 


also the endowments given to local 
authorities. That is a bad element in 
our finance. It does not tend tc 
economy that the Exchequer shoulc 
give endowments to local authorities in 
aid of municipal enterprises. But if you 
give effect to the principle of the taxa- 
tion of land values, and hand the pro- 
ceeds to the local authorities, then you 
may fairly ask them to give up the 
Imperial contributions, and thus you 
would receive a large addition to the 
national revenue. I object more to 
indirect than to direct taxation; I 
object most of all to taxation on the 
necessaries of life. I object to all these 
taxes so long as a single national endow- 


ment, not derived from taxation, is 
unutilised. 
*Sir EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter) : 


There was nothing in the plain state- 
ment made by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer the other day which | ad- 
mired more than his declaration of the 
supreme importance to the country of 
the maintenance of her national credit. 
He fully endorsed the view which | 
have ventured to set forward, that 
among the elements and factors of the 
strength of this country in any inter- 
national contest the power oi the 
national credit is one of the greatest 
and most essential. But while I agree 
with all that he said on that subject, 
I venture very respectfully to differ 
from him as to the conclusions which 
he drew respecting the present position 
of affairs. He said we might joyfully 
look aside from the gloomy prognostica- 
tions which had been made regarding 
the present level of Consols. I venture 
to think that events which have oc- 
curred since he spoke, rather justify the 
view of a less optimistic character which 
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I have expressed. We have heard a 
great deal about the success of the 
Transvaal loan. While I fully admit 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
used with extreme skill all the elements 
in the situation favourable to himself — 
I am the last to criticise anything he 
did with respect to that issue—I 
vnture to say that a 3 per cent. 
loan issued under the guarantee of the 
British Government at 99 is not a 
satisfactory line upon which the English 
Government, orthe Colonial Governments 
supported by the English guarantee, can 
raise money. A 3 per cent. loan at 
99 corresponds to a 24 per cent. issue 
at 83. [Mr. Rircuie dissented as to 
the issue price being 99.] However, 
I will not argue that point, but a 
3 per cent. loan at par corresponds to 
a 21) per cent. issue at a little 
above 83. Comparing that with the 
level which was anticipated for the 
national credit at the time of the 
great conversion of Lord Goschen, I 
submit that the whole of our ideas re- 
specting national credit have had to come 
down. I view it in this way. We hear 
a great deal with respect to the unpre- 
paredness of the country regarding mili- 
tary armaments for naval organisation 
in case of war. I say that you must also 
be prepared equally with regard to your 
national finance. You must be in such 
a position that if war or any unforeseen 
crisis comes upon you, you will be able 
to raise the funds necessary to the 
making of war rapidly and cheaply. In 
this issue what occurs? The level at 
which the stock was offered to the public 
was extremely low. It was subscribed 
for very largely, but I think to an un- 
precedented extent by those who did not 
intend to be ultimate investors. I think 
the City of London has never witnessed 
such a remarkable example of “ stagging.” 
People wrote for large lines of stock who 
were altogether unprepared to keep the 
stock which was allotted to them, and who 
are only waiting for the opportunity to 
get rid of it. In addition to that, we 
had the assistance of foreign capital and 
foreign bankers to a very large and 
almost dangerous extent. 


I venture, therefore, to urge most 
strongly upon the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer that he should devote his 


energy and determination largely to. 


{12 JuNE 1903} 


Bill 790 


the point of improving the level at 
which our national funds now stand. 
There is one way by which he can 
arrive at this end, and that is by a 
large endowment of the Sinking Fund. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
claimed that the amount which he pro- 
poses to allot to the Sinking Fund in the 

resent year is equivalent to the amount 
allotted to it by Sir Stafford Northcote, 
I venture to think that the hon. Member 
for Islington was perfectly right in saying 
that the amount allotted to the Sinking 


, Fund ought to bear some proportion to the 


total amount of the revenue and the ex- 
penditure of the country. Regarded 
from this point of view, the amount 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has set aside, even if we take into con- 
sideration the further sum which will 
come to the Sinking Fund in the course 
of the next few years, is certainly not an 
excessive nor even an adequate amount. 
Passing from the general consideration of 
the theory of the question, I would very 
respectfully submit to the House that 
it would have been better finance, 
although perhaps not so good elec- 
tioneering, to have reduced the Income 
Tax by a penny less. and given the 
£2,500,000 which the additional penny 
would have produced to the Sinking 
Fund. 1 am sure the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer is above being guided by 
electioneering considerations, and I am 
convinced that the common sense of the 
people of this country is such that they 
will always support whatever measures 
may be required to maintain the credit 
of the country if put forward through 
respected and official channels. Then 
there is another point which has power- 
fully influenced the money market in 
its depreciation. Of late years the 
practice has arisen of providing for 
certain expenditure by means outside 
the annual account. In the course of 
the last ten years I| believe a total 
amount of £27,000,000 has been raised 
from credit in order to meet what has 
been termed capital expenditure. The 
purposes for which this money has been 
raised are the Telegraphs Act, the 
Naval Works Acts, the Military Works 
Acts, the Land Registry New Building 
Act, the Pacific Cable Act, and the 
Uganda Railway. When this practice 
was first commenced it was justified on 
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the ground that expenditure of this 
kind was of an exceptional and extra- 


ordinary character, and would not recur. | 


What has happened? So far from 
diminishing, the sum provided by credit 
and not met in the annual Budget has 
increased every year, and the Budgets 
of future years are already lsid under 
contribution to a large amount under 
this head. I[ submit that this ex- 
penditure is absolutely indistinguishable 
from the extraordinary Budgets which 
in foreign countries have wrought 
such harm to the finances. Whereas, 
however, in France the Minister of 
Finance always endeavoured to prove 
that the extraordinary expenditure 
which he provided for would be re- 
munerative, here it is obvious that a 
large amount of the expenditure will 
remain unproductive. Can it be 
contended that we are justified in 
basing these demands for money in an 
extraordinary Budget on the ground 
that they are not likely to recur? It 
appears to me absolutely certain that in 
the history of a great Empire, such as 
ours, with its varying and widespread 
lia bilities and responsibilities, expenditure 
precisely similar in character to that 
provided for under these capital issues 
will come upon us every year, and I 
submit that the only sound and 
legitimate method of meeting this ex- 
penditure is to pay for it by revenue. 
Another practice which appears to be 
on the increase, and which is not free 
from danger and objection, is the habit 
of ear-marking certain sources of revenue 
and attributing them to special ex- 
penditure. The traditional system of 
finance in this country, and the only 
proper system, is to have one general 
account into which all the expenditure 
and revenue of the country goes. Any 
departure from that system, whatever 
may be the motives, and however honest 
the Minister who proposes it, will in- 
variably lead in course of time to con- 
cealment from this House and the 
public of the real state of the finances. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
It does now. 


*Sin EDGAR VINCENT: 
fiiend says it does now. Well, whatever 
Sir Edgar Vincent. 
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| may be the case actually, in every country 
where this system has been adopted 
‘it has led to disastrous finance, and to 
'the removal from public scrutiny of 
many financial matters on which the 
fullest light is always required. In 
other respects the position of affairs 
to which the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer has succeeded does not seem to 
me quite satisfactory. The opinion is 
gaining ground, and is, | think, 
thoroughly justified, that Parliamentary 
control over expenditure at the present 
time is altogether superficial, and, so 
far as practical results are concerned, 
is almost non-existent. I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will take up this 
subject both as to the amount, of 
expenditure and as to its control with 
thoroughness and with a determination 
to put matters on a more satisfactory 


basis. Of late years we have had large 
increases of expenditure in every 
Budget. I will not discuss now the 
question of whether or not those 


increases were necessary, but ( would 
say that it is almost in the nature of 
a necessary consequence that extrava- 
gance has crept in with the rapid 
increase of the Estimates. In any 
private business, where large additional 
charges have grown up, owing to 
extension of business or any other 
cause, an extraordinary and_ special 
revision of those additional charges 
is made by a prudent administra- 
tor, and now, when, as I hope, we 
have reached the end of the expansive 
period of our expenditure, | appeal to 
the right hon. Gentleman to take thie 
matter in hand persunally, and to 
make a special revision with a view 
to cutting down all that is redundant, 
and all for which the country is not 
receiving the fullest value. Certain 
expenditure is not only large, but has 
got out of hand. Things cannot go on 
im the present way. Although it may 
be presumptuous to hope that where 
the late Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was unable, as he told us, to achieve 
complete success, anyone else can 
succeed, yet 1 would appeal to my 
‘right hon. friend not to be deterred 
by the magnitude and difficulty of the 
task, but to set about it vigorously 


and soon. 








793 Finance 
Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): The 
duty of the Irish Members in re- 


gard to this Bill naturally is to give 
every facility to the Government to 
proceed with their land legislation 
for Ireland, but it must not be taken 
from the silence of Irish Members 
that they are indifferent to the interests 
involved in this Budget «nd in the 
financial condition of this country. 
Unfortunately, we have too great an 
interest in the Budget because we are 
asked to pay a sum which is more than 
Ireland should be justly called upon to 
pay. The two great spending Depart- 
ments are the Army and the Navy. 
With regard to the Army expenditure, 
in no uncertain voice we have cried 
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out against that expenditure and re- | 
Those were the words used by a con- 


corded our opinions and votes with 
regard to the objects to which that 
money is devoted. With regard to the 
Navy expenditure, none of those vast 
sums of money are expended in Ireland, 
and in this respect we have been crying 
in the wilderness for many years, merely 
to endeavour to obtain a few little 
launches to protect our fisheries. Never- 
theless the Government gave some 
assistance in this respect to Scotland to 
protect their fisheries, With regard to 
the naval expenditure, we have little or no 
interest in it, and the colonies have very 
much more interest in the Navy than 
Ireland has. The colonies have a large 
trade to be protected, and, in justice, 
they should be called upon to pay 
something towards the maintenance of 
the Navy, which would be something in 
the nature of an insurance on their 
trade. Ireland has no trade to protect, 
because this country took great care to 
crush out Irish industries in times past. 
Consequently to-day we have little or no 
trade interests to protect inIreland With 
regard to the debate that has taken 
place on this Bill, most people will ac- 
knowledge that this country has pro- 
gressed enormously under the state of 
things prevailing here under the present 
fiscal system. This country has an ever 
increasing population, and no doubt the 
present system of trade has worked well 
for such a large consuming population 
as you have in this country. To my 
mind it is very doubtful whether this 
fiscal system has done so well in Ireland; 
on the contrary, | am inclined to think 
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that it has done us great harm, and in 
corroboration of that view allow me to 
quote a tew words that were used by 4 
gentleman of high repute in this House 
—Mr. Childers, who was at one time 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and a 
confirmed free trader, who advocated 
his principles with great ability, and 
who certainly defended the details of his 
administration with conspicuous lucidity. 
What did Mr. Childers say with regard to 
Ireland in reference to the present fiscal 
system? He used these words— 

“It may even perhaps be said that just as 
Ireland suffered in the last century from the 
protective and exclusive commercial policy of 
Great Britain, so she has been at a disad- 
vantage in this century from the —— 
an almost unqualified free trade policy for 
the United Kingdom.” 


firmed free trader, and he acknowledged 
that, owing to our position, the laws which 
affected England affected Ireland in a 
different way. 

The free trade policy has not 
worked well for Ireland, and certainly 
from an industrial point of view the 


protective duties that you put on 
killed our industries. Let me make 
another quotation from an _ eminent 


authority on this subject, and from an 
authority who was recently quoted by the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland in one of the 
speeches he delivered in the south of 
England. The words are from [ord 
Dutterin’s speech, and he says— 

“From Queen Elizabeth’s reign until the 
Union various commercial confraternities of 
Great Britain never fur a moment relaxed 
their relentless grip on the .trade of Treland. 
One by one each of our nascent industries was 
either strangled in its bith, or handed over, 
gagged and bound, tothe jealous custody of its 
rival interest in England, until at last every 
fountain of wealth was hermetically sealed, 
and even the tradition of commercial enterpri-e 
perished through desuetude. What has been 
the consequence of such a system pursued 
with relentless pertinacity for 250 yeas? 
Debarred from every other trade and industry, 
the entire nation flung itself back upon the 
land with as fatal an impulse as when a river 
whose current is suddenly impeded _ rolls 
back and drowns the valley it once fertilised. 


Those are the words used by Lord 
Dufferin and quoted with approval by 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland in one of 
his recent speeches. This quotation 
confirms my contention that the laws, 
which, from an industrial and agricultural 
point of view serve this country, may 
inflict irreparable harm upon Ireland. — If 
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syou look at Irish history, the protection 
‘we want industrially is not protection 
against the so-called foreigner, but protec- 
tion against our near neighbour England, 
which has destroyed our industries. My 
principal object in rising to address a few 
words to the House on this Finance Bill, 
was to elicit an answer from the Secretary 
to the Treasury or the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. § y 
friend the Member for the Ossory Division 
of (ueen’s County addressed this Question 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer— 


“T beg to ask the Chancellor of the Ex- 


chequer whether he will arrange that millers | 
i | Customs duty, and that there may be 


who hold stocks of imported grain, or products 
thereof, on Ist April, upon which ieag 

paid by themselves or others, will be allowed a 
refund of that duty.” 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer said 
that it was not practicable to carry out 


Some weeks ago* my hon. | 
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1as been | 


the suggestion conveyed in the question | 


of my hon. friend. 


I cannot see why it | 


is not practicable to carry out the sugges- | 


tion. It is only a few nights since a 
discussion took place as to the retention 
of the officers it was necessary to employ 
in connection with this corn duty. 
I think this staff could not be better 
employed than in endeavouring to give 
a rebate or a refund to those who are 
duly entitled to a refund under the terms 
of this Finance Bill. lam well aware that 
there are some difficulties in so doing, 
and that it will require a certain amount of 


careand industry todoso. Atthe sametime , 
I maintain that it is the duty of the Chan- | 


cellorof the Exchequerand the Government 
to see that the individual does not suffer, 
and the difficulty thrown on officials, after 
all, is not an excuse to offer in defence of 
the public not getting their rights in this 
matter. In April, 1880, Mr. Gladstone 
brought in a Budget Bill in which he 
proposed to take off the duty on malt. 
The proposal was not to become effective 
until the following October. In the last 
week of September of that year a staff of 
otticers went round and examined the dif- 
ferent malthouses, and wherever malt was 
stored, with the result that within a few 
weeks, without friction, a refund was 
made to everyone who was entitled to it, 
though the condition of things then was 
very much more difficult than at present. 
Malt was held then in a great many more 
places than corn is held now, and it was 
more difficult to assess. 

t See (4) Debates, exxi. 1371. 

Mr. Power. 


Nevertheless, a | 
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staff was employed and a proper rebate 
was made in every case. I wonder why 
such action cannot be taken in the present 
case. I know that the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
gone a long way to meet the views that 
have been put forward by those who 
represent the millers of this country and 
Ireland, but he has left out of calculation 
the smaller people, and by far the poorest 
people, those to whom this sum would he 
of considerable importance. I believe 


| that in cases where the tax does not 


amount to over £25, little or nothing is 
done for these people. I know this isa 


some difficulty in dealing with it through 
the Customs officers, but with extra staff 
I think the work could be satisfactorily 
done. 

We have had occasion from time to 
time to approach the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in the various positions he 
formerly occupied. We have approached 
him when he was at the Board of Trade, 
the Local Government Board, and the 
Home Office ; and I have to acknowledge 
that he always met the claims we ventured 
to put before him ina reasonable spirit, 
and showed a desire to meet our wishes 
so far as he could consistently with the 
duties of his position. He has been in 
Ireland recently, and I venture to hope 
that so far from that visit making him 
less sympathetic, it will increase his 
sympathies, because he, like every stranger 
who visits the country, must have been 
appalled by what he observed there. The 
position of the corn millers in Ireland 
differs very much from that of corn 
holders and millers in this country. Here 
you have large ports and you are able 
continually to renew your supplies, but 
in out-of-the-way places in Ireland you 
have to lay in a larger stock than people 
would do in this country, and conse- 
quently it is more likely that these people 
will have a greater amount of corn, on 
which duty has been paid, at the end of 
this month than men situated in England 
are likely to have. My principal object 
in rising was to ask the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to give favourable considera- 
tion to this matter. I hope it will not 
be necessary for me or my friend the 
Member for the Ossory Division of Queen’s 
County to put down an Amendment in the 
Committee stage with reference to this 
matter. It is a matter of little or no 
consequence to the Treasury, but it is of 
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considerable consequence to the people 
of Ireland. I hope the hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary to the Treasury will com- 
municate what I have said to the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, and I certainly 
recommend 
sideration of the Treasury on the ground 
of justice. 


*Masor EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney): We heard a remark- 
able statement from the late Chancellor 
of the Exchequer the other day—-it was a 
somewhat belated statement as to the 
real reason for his resignation—that the 
constant protests he had made to his 
colleagues with regard to the extrava- 
gance of the administration had not been 
listened to, and he especially referred to 
the extravagance of the administration of 
the Army. The present Chancellor of 
the Exchequer has also hinted that 
economies might be effected in the Army. 
I am sure we shall be glad to know what 
steps he proposes to take in this di- 
rection. It is all very well throwing 
away £2,500,000 of revenue, but it is 
much more difficult to make economies in 
such matters as Army administration ; 
and if time permitted I could point out 


to the right hon. Gentleman various 
matters to which he might give his 


attention in order that those most desir- 
able reforms should be effected. We 
should be glad to know, if he is unable to 
impress his colleagues with the necessity 
for such steps, and if not, whether he, too, 
will resign, and give us his reasons for doing 
so. But the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
gave us another very remarkable hint 
when introducing the Budget. I refer 
to the question of the collection of the 
Income Tax. He gave us some startling 
information with regard to the manner in 
which that tax is evaded. In fact, he told 
us that the net which is cast about the 
taxpayers is full of holes, and that some of 
the most valuable fish escape altogether. 
I have a most profound disbelief in the 
honesty of human nature in regard to 
matters connected with the taxpayer. If, 
for instance, there were no Customhouse 
otticers to examine baggage on arrival in 
this country, how many portmanteaux 
would come here laden with cigars and 
other contraband. The Income Tax, or 
a large portion of it, as at present collected 
is like a Customs duty, without any 
Customs officers. Leaving out of con- 


sideration those who are taxed automati- 
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‘cally, and whose honesty is 


it to the favourable con- | 
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made for 
them by the State, there are a number 
_who are free to make any statement 
they like regarding the amount of their 
income. It is unnecessary to enter into 
the details of the system. In London 
forms are distributed about this time of 
year by the local surveyor to persons 
who have to pay the tax. They are 
supposed to calculate their average profit 
of the last three years, and, having ascer- 
tained this, they make a return which 
may be honest or not. If the surveyor 
is satisfied, the assessment is made 
accordingly ; if not, a case can be stated 
before the Income Tax Commissioners 
who sit as Judges between the sur- 
veyor and the taxpayer. The person 
appealed against makes a statement on 
oath with respect to the amount of his 
profits. It may be that he can be called 
upon to produce his books in order to 
substantiate his statement, but I am not 
aware of this provision, and as a matter 
of fact books are never called for, and the 
statement of the person is accepted on 
oath. The penalty for a mistatement is 
a £20 fine and three times the duty 
which should have been paid. It will be 
observed there is no compulsion whatever 
for aman to make any statement with 
regard to his income. He can imitate 
a certain class of cabmen, and say to the 
surveyor “I leave it to you.” This in 
many cases is done. It is often extremely 
profitable to do so, as witness the case 
quoted by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
where a man was assessed on £5,000, and 
when subsequently assessed on £50,000 
the tax was readily paid without protest. 

There are all sorts of other evasions. 
If I buy shares at £1 and sell in a month's 
time at £2 there is a profit which should 
really be taxed and come into the net of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. | 
should be called upon to pay on the profit 
thus received, but how many thousands of 
transactions such as this escape taxation 
altogether? Then there are flotations 
in the City --flotations of a most ques- 
tionable character, constantly brought 
out without prospectus—companies with 
registration in Johannesburg, whose 
shares are quoted at an enormous pre- 
mium, and on which immense profits must 
be realised. I should like to know 
whether gentlemen well known in the 
City who conduct this class of busi- 
ness are likely to state what their 
real profits for the year have been. 
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‘There is also the question of foreign 
ibonds. It is currently believed that 
peop.e invest in foreign securities and 
‘keep them abroad and escape income 
‘tax on this part of their income alto- 
gether. Then there is a class of 
traders, chiefly of foreign extraction, 
who keep no books whatever, and 
whose profits are cunsequently never 
known and never stated. It cannot be 
supposed that such people as these will 
give an honest return of their income. 
The system seems to me to be one much 
needing revision and careful examina- 
.tion. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has told us that he only needs encourage- 
ment, and points out that the whole 
matter should be thoroughly revised 
and threshed out. Such a system as we 
possess would not be tolerated in any 
other country. The inquiry in Germany 
is of the most rigid character. Every 
person in the country has to fill in 
a complete schedule, showing every 
source of income for the year. That isa 
perfectly fair method. If a man has had 
a good year, he should gladly pay income 
tax upon it, and if he has had a bad 
year he has only to state it and his 
income tax is reduced accordingly. | 
would recommend the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, if he has not already done so, 
to study the German system, which 
prevents the constant fraud and evasion 
which goes on in this country. A man, 
with whose circumstances I am _ ac- 
-quainted, in a town in Germany was 
recently suspected of having understated 
his income, and inquiry was made. It 
was found that he had understated it, and 
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he was promptly fined 200,000 marks or | 


£10,000. 1 think he will be more careful 
in future as to the return he makes. 
‘The imposition of a swingeing fine on 
those who mis-state their incomes in this 
country would be to the benefit of the 
revenue, and it would have a stimulating 
effect on the honesty of people who 
have to make Income Tax returns. The 
Chancellor of the 
estimates that if incomes were accurately 
stated and the tax reduced twopence in 
the pound, the same revenue as at present 
derived would be received. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I said that had been 
stated. 
Major Evans Gordon, 


Exchequer himself | 


| 
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*MaJor EVANS GORDON : | believe 
from inquiries | have made chat that 
estimate is well within the mark, and it 
is a hopeful source of increased revenue, 
at all events, which I hope the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer will not neglect. 
I trust that before this debate concludes, 
other hon. Members will add some 
words to the humble encouragement | 
wish to give to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to look thoroughly into this 
matter. 


*Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.): Four 
weeks ago it was relatively simple for an 
ordinary member of the Unionist Party 
to decide how to vote on the whole or 
any part of the Finance Bill. It might 
have seemed weak and unnecessary to 
remit the corn-tax, but weaker still to 
re-impose it, and therefore many of us 
abstained from attending the depu- 
tation, and still more voted against 
the Amendment. However, a great 
deal has happened since then, and 
even in the last few days The small 
contribution I shall make to this discus- 
sion will be as to the position of the 
colonies. The telegrams from the Prime 
Ministers and Governors have given point 
to the Resolutions which were passed at 
the Colonial Conference last year, and with 
which hon. Members are familiar. They 
have given point to the feeling which has 
been experienced in this country at the 
treatment Germany has meted out to 
Canada for her loyalty and for trying to 
help the mother country. I cannot help 
thinking that the colonies may feel that 
the vote of this House on the Amend- 
ment moved by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Sleaford, which was only 
supported by twenty-four, was an indica- 
tion that their views are being neglected. 
The First Lord in his speech on 
Wednesday night said that hon. and 
right hon. Gentlemen had been occupied 
in conjuring up real or imaginary Budgets 
for the year 1905, 1906, and 1907. I 
venture to say that we must consider how 
the attitude we take up now will affect 
our position in the future, and | 
should like to claim for myself—and I 
think there are other hon. friends in the 
same position—to reserve free liberty of 
action, if after the discussion and inquiry 
promised by my right hon. friend 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer there 


seems to be ground to believe that the 
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cheme of the Secretary for the Colonies 
may prove to be beneficial to the 
Empire. 
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*Mr. BLACK( Banffshire): Whether the 
Government is a government of fixed con- 
viction and policy or of no settled 
convictions, or whether it follows the 
lead without light, of the Colonial Secre- 
tary, or the light without leading of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, or whether 
it wobbles about in the chaotic nebula 
of nebulous chaos offered by the Prime 
Minister, it has one fixed practice at all 
events, and that is whether in or out of 
office to look after the friends on which 
it depends for support. I refer parti- 
eularly to the tithe of the population 
represented by the Income Tax payers. 
I venture to call the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer’s attention to the extra- 
ordinary character of the remission of 
taxation proposed in his Budget. 
It is really more extraordinary 
and more striking in_ its _ parti- 
ality than was the _ imposition 
itself. What do we find in regard to 
the proportion of direct and indirect 
taxation remitted? We find that while 
the direct taxation remitted is a real 
remission, the indirect taxation remitted 
is no remission at all. What did the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer bring out 
in his statement? He brought out that 
‘from Customs and Excise he had an 
-additional revenue in the year in which 
we now are, as compared with last year, 
of about £3,000,000, so that, in remit- 
ting the corn duty, representing about 
£2,000,000, he has not taken off 
as‘ngle penny from the duties on the 


food of the people and their daily | 


requirements, but, on the contrary 
he has added £1,000.000 in the present 
Budget. I think that is a feature of 
the Budget which requires explanation, 
and which will be very difficult to 
explain away. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, in response to a request 
by the hon. Member for Poplar, issued 
a statement which contains some most 
valuable figures as to what the normal 
increase in the expenditure of the 
country has been as compared with the 
normal income with peace taxation in 
1899-1900. It will be found on refer- 
ring to the ordinary expenditure that 
it has increased irom £110,000,000 
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ordinary 
revenue, apart from the extra taxa- 
tion imposed for the war has re- 
mained nearly stationary, so that in 
1902-3 there was a balance of ordinary) 
expenditure to be provided for by extra 
taxation of £11,000,000. To that falls 
to be added the £3,000,000 extra expen- 
diture on the Navy, £2,000,000 extra 
expenditure for education—altogether an 
extra expenditure for the current year 
of about £16,000,000. How has that 
been provided? It has been wholly pro- 
vided by new taxation from the tood and 
ordinary requirements of the people. 
Under the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s 
own hand we find that from the duties 
on tobacco. spirits, sugar, coal, corn and 
flour by means of extra taxation imposed 
since the beginning of the war in the 
year 1899-1900, he derived £1 2,500,000, 
and from Excise £2,500,000. Altogether, 
£15,000,000 has been derived from extra 
taxation imposed since the commence- 
ment of the war. Tothat has to be 
added £3,000,000 he derives from extra 
Customs duty during the current year, 
making £18,000,000. When you deduct 
from that amount £2,000,00U in respect 
of the remission of the corn tax, there 
remains a balance of £16,000,000 im- 
posed ostensibly for the conduct of the 
war, but which apparently is to be kept 
a permanent charge on the people. 
What does it matter to anybody in 
'this House whether 2d or 4d. is 
'taken off the income tax? I 
venture to say there are not two 
Members in the House who would 
grudge the keeping on of 2d. if it 
| was to make the poor more comfortable. 
I hope that before the debate closes we 
shall have some explanation from the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer why it is 
that he requires from the poor and 
starving people, from the submerged 
third of the population, this immense 
contribution to the ordinary increase in 
the expenditure of the country, while he 
allows other quite available subjects of 
taxation to go free. Perhaps he will say, as 
he said tine other day, that it is necessary to 
allowthe poor to bear that burden in order 
that they may feel their responsibilities. 
We have heard a great deal of fly-blown 
phylacteries, but was there ever a more 
moth-eaten phylactery than that ? Don't 
they supply the personnel of the Army 
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and Navy? But even if it be a good 
argument, I say this: If you take this 
money out of their pockets as you do, 
then you should certainly return it in 
the shape of old-age pensions instead 
of holding such pensions out as a 
possible result of the complete recasting 
of our fiscal system. 


Another matter which requires urgent 
attention is provision for the Sinking 
Fund. By the regrettable war the 
permanent debt of this country has 
been increased £150,000,000. What 
did we find the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer saying in 1899, when the war was 
beginning ? He said— 

“Thope no one will suggest that this is a 
ease in which the expenditure for the war 
should be provided for by a permanent 
addition to the Debt of the country. To my 
mind no such permanent addition would be 
justitied except, of course, in the event which 
I hope we shall never see in my time, that of 
a war With a first-class Power.” 


That was the programme with which 
the Government started in 1899. Con- 


trast that with the fulfilment the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer offers us in the 
shape of a Sinking Fund on its present 
scale. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer in introducing this Budget said 
that the Sinking Fund in 1899-1900 
was £5,800,000, or *92 per cent. of the 
Debt. On the 31st March last the Debt 
was £770,000,000, and the Sinking Fund 
£6,600,000, or *85 per cent. of the Debt. 
In place of having an additional percent- 
age we have a less percentage by way 


of Sinking Fund, which is a very 
extraordinary contrast. I hope the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer will offer a 
sufficient explanation of it, if he can. He 
may say, “ What about the repayment by 
the Transvaal?” That repayment is a 
sham and a delusion, if the necessary 
expenditure for holding the Transvaal is 
taken into consideration. The Minister 
for War told us that the maintenance of 
troops in the Transvaal cost £4,000,000 
a year, which will absorb all the surplus 
revenue from the Transvaal without im- 
posing a charge for repayment to this 
country of war expenditure, and will cost 
us £2,500,000 more, so that the raising 
of £30,000,000 on the revenues of the 
Transvaal implies that we are really 
appropriating for the service of that 
debt monies which would be more 
profitably employed in relieving this 
country of some part of the expense of 


Mr. Black 
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maintaining the Army in the Transvaal. 
These are weighty facts which the country 
ought to consider. This war has not 
added to our resources. What do the 
money markets of the world say? ‘We 
will only give you ninety for what we 
gave you 114 a few years ago.” Suppose 
we were embarked on a great European 
war—which heaven forbid! but which 
might happen any day—we should be in 
a very bad way. We are doing nothing 
to conserve our resources. We are ina 
period of great prosperity, and surely at 
such a period the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer ought to make a very largely 
increased provision for the Sinking Fund, 
instead of reducing it below what it was 
in 1900. We have added nothing to our 
assets, but much to our liabilities ; and 
consequently we are leaving to posterity 
a burden which we should not call upon 
posterity to bear. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The sub- 
ject of the Finance Bill is always of 
great importance, but it is more import- 
ant than ever on this occasion, because 
this year there has been no general dis- 
cussion whatever on the financial position 
of the country. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in introducing this Budget 
took advantage of the simplicity of the 
House by barring that out, but the right 
hon. Gentleman consoled us by promising 
full opportunity for discussion on the 
Second Reading of the Finance Bill. 
This opportunity has now arrived. I 
regret the absence of my right hon. friend 
the Member for West Monmouth, who 
would have brought to the consideration 
of this Budget the great knowledge 
and experience and financial skill which 
he has always shown in discussing 
the financial position of the country. 
To regret the apparent indifference 
of His Majesty’s Government would be, 
perhaps, uncourteous, seeing that there 
are two representatives of the Govern- 
ment on the Treasury Bench. To the 
absence of other Members of His 
Majesty’s Government we are becoming 
quite accustomed. I will only express 
the hope that the First Lord of the 
Treasury, the First Lord of the Depart- 
ment especially concerned with finance, 
will put in an appearance towards the 
close of the debate. We have now got 
rid of the Amendment in regard to the 
corn duty, and we are now in presence 
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of the Bill which embodies the whole | 
finance of the year, and which raises, in | 
its form and in itself, the whole fiscal | 
system of the country as it exists. Every 
tax imposed, whether by this Bill or | 
by previous Acts, is now under re-| 
view. I propose, however, to keep 
strictly within the limits of the Bill, 
whose Second Reading we are now 
discussing. There are three new 
features in this Bill, and three only. 
One concerns the Sinking Fund, another } 
is that which deals with Income Tax, 
which I shall not touch upon, and the | 
third the clause which deals with the | 
duty on corn. Let me say one word on | 
that in passing. This clause discloses | 
some want of continuity of purpose 
in His Majesty's Government, and 
some vacillation. Last year they sacri- 
ficed free trade to registration — that 
is the name now given to it. This 
year they sacrifice registration to free 
trade. Next year they will sacrifice 
free trade to preferential duties; and 
the following year they will sacrifice pre- 
ferential duties to frank protection, 
{[Mr. Rircute: “A regular rake’s pro- 
gress.”] I adopt that phrase. It is 
an exact description. That is the 
course we are promised. I do not 
propose to dwell upon that, but to say 
simply that this is a very serious position. 
At the present moment the Tory Party 
is as much committed to free trade as 
sixty years ago it was committed to pro- 
tection ; and if there is to be a great 
revolutionary change in the fiscal policy 
of the country, we must have proper 
notice of it, and be properly asked to | 
sanction it. For my own part, and for 
not a few on this side as well, I must 
say that, whether we are for free trade 
or not, we are for free food ; and if the 
Colonial Secretary proposes in this House, | 
or elsewhere, to put a high tax on the food 
of the United Kingdom, we should not be 
long behind him ; we of the Free Food 
Tory Party who believe in cheap food for 
the people shall enter upon the discussion 
to which he and the Prime Minister have 
invited us. 


The expenditure for which this Bill | 
provides is, I venture to say, not only 
vast but unwarrantable ; it is as wasteful 
as it is stupendous. It is growing, and so | 
far as I can gather from the declaration of | 
the Government, it is likely still further to 
grow. The right hon. Gentleman the 
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Member for West Bristol has told us 
that his representations to his late 
colleagues in favour of economy were 


‘received with indifference. The right 


hon. Gentleman also stated, as a general 
principle, that no Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer could secure the approval of his 
colleagues for economy unless he had 
the warm and canstant support of the 
Prime Minister, and he added that had 
he found more sympathy with his desire 
for economy he might not have addressed 


' the House from the Bench behind me. It 


is impossible to avoid the conclusion that 
my right hon. friend did not get the 
support in this matter of the Prime 
Minister. That is confirmed by the Prime 
Minister’s statement on his own behalf. 
He said we must consider whether we 


‘should not raise revenue for other pur- 


poses than those of national expenditure. 
In addition to that the Colonial Secretary 
has suggested that we may adopt a 
policy, on which I do not now enter, by 
which we shall raise a very large revenue 
from taxes on the food of the people, revenue 
which we do not want for the normal 
expenditure of the country, and which 
will consequently leave a large sum at 
our disposal. Here you have the First 
Lord of the Treasury and the Colonial 
Secretary adumbrating a large increase of 
revenue, not required for the expenses of 
the year, but for other purposes. When 
that happens, the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer will be in the position of having 
more revenue than he can possibly use ; 
he will be in the position of the man 
who found a biscuit, and then went about 
trying to buy a dog to give it to. However 
that may be, this prospect, held forth to 
us by two of the principal Ministers of 
the Cabinet, certainly promises no diminu- 


'tion, but rather an increase of our 
| expenditure. I appeal to the Chancellor 


of the Exchequer. That right hon. 
Gentleman has promised to do all he 
can to reduce expenditure; his col- 
leagues have promised to do all they can 
to increase revenue. But when the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer gets this 
increased revenue, he will soon find means 


_and ways of increased expenditure. We 


cannot discuss the scheme so adumbrated 
now. We know that there are four 


| essential points, which I do not even name, 


that to my mind render that scheme alto- 

getherimpracticable. The Prime Minister 

says that the question isone which requires 
2E 
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to be discussed, and investigated. The 
proper place to discuss, to investigate, to 
inform the mind of the nation, is this 
House. If the right hon. Gentleman’s 
desire for information is honest—as 
I have no doubt it is—he will cer- 
tainly affurd the House an opportunity 
of discussing the matter in such.a way 
as will not involve a vote of confidence 
in the Government, but will add to the 
information at our disposal. In any 
case, it will be discussed in the country, 
and those Tories who believe in free 
food will be on the platform conducting 
the discussion which the Prime Minister 
desires and invites. There is no want of 
loyalty in acceding to the request of our 
chief; we have confidence in him, we 
have no intention of deserting him, and 
we earnestly hope that he will not desert 
us. 


The present expenditure is, as I have 
said, vast, unwarrantable, and most 
wasteful. Let me ask the House to 
realise what the amount is, for I am 
certain that very few Members have 
any conception, and I sometimes doubt 
whether the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has any conception, of the real amount. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
stated that the expenditure for the 
eurrent year is £145,900,000, and for 
last year £185,400,000. That is a state- 
ment which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer put forth to the House when 
presenting his Budget But that state- 
ment is absolutely untrue and mislead- 
ing to the extent of merely £30,000,000. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer says 
that the expenditure last year was 
£185,400,000, but to this you have got 
to add the amount levied and paid over 
to the local taxation account —£9, 700,000 
—which does not appear on either side of 
the account. You have also got to add 
appropriations-in-aid ; that is to say, the 
sums received by various Departments 
{including £1,500,000 from India), and 
retained by these Departments and ex- 
pended for their own needs, instead of 
being paid back intot he Exchequerasthey 
should be. These amount to £13,300,000, 
which also appears on neither side of the 
account. Let me dwell for a moment on 
the nature of these appropriations-in-aid 
and the control which the House has 
over them. They do not form any part 
of any of the sums voted bythe Committee 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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of Supply. It is true that they appear in 
a Memorandum, and that they are to be 
deducted from the gross amount to be 
voted in Committee of Supply. But they 
are not voted nor has the Committee any 
control over them. The result is that 
the whole of this £13,300,000 absolutely 
escapes the control of the House. It 
has been ruled by the Chairman of 
Committees that you cannot increase 
or decrease it in any way. ‘The Chair 
man of Committees is quite correct in 
that ruling,for these appropriations in-aid 
are charged by the Treasury on the nation 
under various Finance Acts giving the 
Treasury the power to apply these 
appropriations in aid, and the result is 
that they entirely escape the control of 
the House, in defiance of the Exchequer 
and Audit Act of 1866. That is not all. 
There was in addition a sum of £6,800,000 
last year of what the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer is pleased 
to call capital expenditure. Nobody 
knows better than the right hon. Gentle- 
man that there is no such thing as 
capital expenditure possible in this 
country. 


There is no capital account; it 
is a way of throwing dust over the 
expedient devised for saddling succeeding 
years with the proper expenses of the 
current year. The system is this. You 
want to build some barracks, or works at 
Gibralter—good, bad, or indifferent—you 
want to make a Pacific Cable, or run a 
railway in Uganda, and you know per 
fectly well that the House of Commons 
will not give you the money; but you 
bring in a Bill and borrow large sums of 
money, mainly from the Savings Banks, 
and you then charge on each year's 
revenue interest and a Sinking Fund 
repayment of capital calculated at a 
certain number of years. And when 
you have passed the Loan Bill, the 
country is saddled with the amount 
until it has been paid off in the manner I 
have described. That is what the right 
hon. Gentleman calls “ Capital Expendi- 
ture.” It is expenditure in diminution of 
loans you have made for certain purposes. 
Now, therefore, to the £9,700,000 
intercepted and paid to local taxation 
account and the £13,300,000 intercepted 
and used as appropriations-in-aid must 
be added this £6,800,000 of so-called 


capital expenditure, and ccnsequently 
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you have close on £30,000,000 as the the end of the year. What the Chan- 
total amount of expenditure which does | cellor of the Exchequer does is this. I 
not appear in the accounts of the year. | am talking, of course, not of my right 
In view of these facts it is correct to say | hon. friend, but of the abstract Chan- 
that the expenditure last year was not cellor of the Exchequer. The abstract 
£185,400,000, but £215,000,000, and, ' Chancellor of the Exchequer, when he 
assuming that the same conditions will | finds himself in possession of £3,000,000 
prevail, and they will not be very | or £4,000,000 beyond what is required 
different this year, the expenditure will | for his expenditure, sends round to the 
not be £143,900,000, but close upon | Departments and says—“ Now is your 
£174,000,000. It seems to me that this| chance; bring in your Supplementary 
is a very serious matter. The account || Estimates, and spend this money ; other- 
have given is atrueaccount of the whole | wise the awful thing will happen: it 
expenditure, and that true account is| will go to the reduction of the Naticnal 
not to be found in any public statement | Debt, and that is a thing which no Chan- 
of the accounts of thecountry. Youcan-|cellor of the Exchequer ever contem- 
not find it in the Finance Accounts or | plates.” ‘The result is that the Depart- 
the Board of Trade Abstract, or in that | ments think of all the things which they 
admirable Return secured by the right | want—all the things that are necessary, 
hon. Member for Wolverhampton. I | and all the things which they do not 
say it is monstrous to go on in this| want and are not necessary; and they 
way with this system deceiving the | draw up Supplementary Estimates which 
people. absorb all the money that ought to 
But that is not all. There are the go und otherwise would go to the 
Supplementary Estimates which may | extinction of debt. I do not think my- 
add much more even to the £174,000,000 | self that that is likely to happen this 
already representing the expenditure of | year, because my belief is that the Esti- 
the current year. We do not know, mates for the year are very generous. 
what amount these will be; we never) There is one other point which I wish to 
do until towards the close of the financial | bring before the House. I do earnestly 
year. Now, this Government has un- | entreat the attention of the House to the 
doubtedly been a sinner beyond all | present condition of the control of the 
Governments in this respect, so much | House itself over the expenditure at 
a sinner that 1 have wondered how the! large. The control of the House has 
Tower of Siloam has not fallen upon| almost disappeared. ‘The securities 
them. They have every year come to| for the control of the expenditure 
this House for Supplementary Estimates. | and for audit have been gnawed away 
Every year they have confessed that | by successive Ministers in the various 
their Budget Estimates were incorrect, | Departments, and they are now ab- 
and have asked the House to give them | solutely illusory; they, in fact, scarcely 
from £2,000,000 to £7,000,000 in addi-| exist. The Comptroller and Auditor- 
tion. I have excluded the Supple-| General seems to regard himself as an 
mentary Estimates for the war—for | instrument and servant of the Treasury 
I admit that when there is war| rather than the guardian of the public 
Supplementary Votes cannot be avoided. | purse. The Committee of Public 
If there is war you can have no financial | Accounts itself is placed in such a posi 
control; you throw out your money | tion that its reports and decisions do not 
like water, and need not expect any| get the attention to which they are 
account of it. But, without the war, | entitled. I do not know whether the 
the Supplementary Estimates for last | right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of 
year amounted to £9,000,000, and you| the Exchequer has studied the reports 
may havemanyother millionsadded to this | of that excellent Committee on National 
year’s total before the end of the financial| Expenditure moved for by the hon. 
year, Let the House remember that| Member for Oldham. If he were to 
Supplementary Estimates are usually re-| study it, he would see the defects of the 
sorted to by the Chancellor of the Ex-| present system very clearly. This one 
chequer for the purpose of raiding a|thing I want to press upon the right 
surplus which he sees accruing towards| hon. Gentleman and the House: If the 
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Public Accounts Committee is to be of 
any utility whatever, it should be no 
longer treated as it now is. The 
Report of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee is laid on the Table, and no one 
reads it except perhaps the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of Dean, 
who reads everything. Very few other 
Members look at it at all. The only 
remedy for that is that a day should be 
fixed for the reception and discussion of 
the Report. The Public Accounts Com- 
mittee is one of the most important 
bodies in this country ; and my belief is 
that when the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer looks into it, he will share my 
conviction that the Committee is deprived 
of much of its usefulness by the absence 
of an absolutely inevitable opportunity 
for the discussion of its Report. 


There are other matters which also call 
for special attention. One isthe greatabuse 
by Ministers of grants-in-aid. Grants- 
in-aid are grants expended by persons 
other than public ofticers, that is, by the 
ofticers of the Treasury and the various 
other Departments. Grants-in-aid are 
made to all kinds of people, from a Crown 
colony to the British Museum. It is true 
that there are conveniences attached to 
making grants-in-aid, if they are only 
kept within proper bounds. But grants- 
in-aid have now reached such an enormous 
extent that they certainly require curbing. 
Would this House believe that these 
grants, made asa rule without any con- 
dition as to the return of any surplus, 
last year amounted to no less a sum than 
£12,600,000. That is a monstrous 
abuse They ought not to be one-tenth 
of that sum ; certainly not more than 
one-tenth. It is proper to make grants- 
in-aid to the National Gallery or to 
scientific bodies when you wish to encour- 
age them to perform certain work, and 
that the grant should be left out and out 
in their hands to be expended in one year 
or more. That is a very defensible system 
so long as the total of these grants 
is small. But not when grants-in-aid 
have grown to this enormous sum, 
and when they are extended to 
expenditure in the Crown colonies, 
they ought to be treated in the same 
way as all other expenditure. Then 
again, the form of the Estimates cries aloud 
for revision. At present we lose all con- 
trol whatever over the large appropria 
tions-in-aid that I have mentioned. That 
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is not inevitable. It is perfectly possible 
to so frame the Estimates that the House 
shall retain its control over appropriations- 
in-aid. At present there is no control over 
them except in connection with the Ap- 
propriation Act. Why should not the 
right hon. Gentleman consult the Public 
Accounts Committee ? It has a claim to 
be consulted. It is the proper body to 
be consulted as regards the best form of 
the Estimates. I earnestly trust the right 
hon. Gentleman will submit to the Public 
Accounts Committee, or some other body, 
or, at any rate, will consider himself how 
the Estimates can be recast in accordance 
with these suggestions, which correspond 
with those made years ago by officials of 
this House. I could make my right 
hon. friend a suggestion or two my- 
self, if he cares to have them ; but the 
form of the Estimates should be revised 
in order that the House should gain 
control over these appropriations-in-aid. 


One last word as to the Sinking Fund. 
It is true, as the hon. Member for Exeter 
said, that the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer can, to a large extent, control the 
credit of this country, that he can main- 
tain it or depress it by the use he makes 
of the Sinking Fund. Undoubtedly, 
when the Sinking Fund is maintained at 
a high and proper level, the credit of 
this country is bound to go on increasing. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer may 
issue a loan when he has a_ large 
Sinking Fund on such favourable terms 
as will more than compensate him for 
any trouble he may be put to to main- 
tain the Fund, or any small sacrifice he 
may make to keep it upto the proper 
level. All he gives to the Sinking Fund 
he will get back again in overflowing 
measure. Take the instance of 
the Transvaal loan. In my opinion, 
the conditions under which the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer issued that loan 
were absolutely proper. A loan should 
be issued at par, and what we have to 
play with is not the price of issue but 
the interest. The right hon. Gentleman 
did issue the Transvaal loan at par, but 
I would point out to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer that whereas, according 
to the terms of the conversion scheme to 
which we are pledged, we are assumed 
to be a two and a half per cent. 
country, as a matter of fact we are prac- 
tically a two and three-quarter per 
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cent. country ; and the Transvaal loan 
shows that we are even nearera three per 
cent. country than a two and three- 
quarter per cent. country. I say 
further that if the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer will persevere in the main- 
tenance of a proper Sinking Fund and 
allow it to accumulate, he will soon 
reduce this country from a two and 
three-quarter or three per cent. country, 
to a two and a half per cent. 
country. It all depends upon the 
Sinking Fund. Itis not only your war 
chest, it is also the great buttress of your 
credit; and it ison that ground that I 
attach so great importance to it. Let us 
see what the right hon. Gentleman has 
done with regard to the Sinking Fund. 
{am not going to make any great com 
plaint about his action. For special 
reasons the right hon. Gentleman just 
now is entitled to my special gratitude 
and support ; and, therefore, I am not 
going to say anything that will give him 
trouble. The Sinking Fund as proposed 
for the forthcoming year is not adequate 
to the enormous increase in our liabilities. 
Let the House remember that our total 
liabilities are nearly £800,000,000— 
£798,000,000. In addition to that, we are 
shortly to be called upon to find another 
£100,000,000 for the purchase of Irish 
land, and a sum of £12,000,000 to 
induce theacceptance of the £100,000, 000 
Consequently, our liabilities are 
increasing at such a _ rate as to 
demand an increase of the Sinking Fund. 


Do not let the right hon. Gentleman 
tell me what he is going to do next year. 
I am not going to have that. We deal 
with our finance year by year, and 
neither my right hon. friend nor I can 
say what the necessities of next year may 
be or who will be Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. We claim to deal with our 
finance year by vear, and I must say 
that this year the right hon. Gentleman 
has not fulfilled all the expectations I 
formed of him with regard to his action 
in connection with the Sinking Fund. 
In 1895-6, the first year this Government 
was responsible, the funded and unfunded 
debt and the terminable annuities 
amounted to £648,000,000, while the 
total liability of the State was £652,000,000. 
What provision was made by the then 
Chancellor of the Exchequer for the 
following year. He provided £1,400,000 
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for the -\ew Sinking Fund. Here let me 
make a distinction. There are two Sink- 
ing Funds; but as to the old Sinking 
Fund I really pay very little attention to 
it as an element for reducing the Debt, 
because I never knew a Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, when he could, who ever 
allowed a farthing of any overplus of 
revenue over expenditure to go to that 
destination. Therefore, I attach no im- 
portance to the old Sinking Fund, but I 
do attach importance to the New Sinking 
Fund. At this moment the aggregate 
liability of the State is £798,000,000, 
as against £652,000,000 in 1895-6, and 
the right hon. Gentleman only proposes 
to apply to the New Sinking Fund 
£1,554,000. That is really not sufficient. 
I am well aware that there are other 
provisions for terminable annuities, but 
[ decline to take them into account. 
They were provided by the right hon. 
Gentleman’s predecessors, and he must 
pay them off whether he likes it or not. 
I am dealing only with the region in 
which the right hoz. Gentleman’s own 
free will can act, and that is the region 
of the New Sinking Fund for this 
year. If I can show him that he has 
not provided sufficient for the New 
Sinking Fund it is no defence for him, 
and no consolation for me, to say that Mr. 
Gladstone or someone else years ago 
provided for these terminable annuities 
which he must pay. That is not to his 
merit or demerit. I maintain that the 
New Sinking Fund is not so much as it 
should be. But I recognise the right hon. 
Gentleman’s position. I also recognise 
the value of his declaration that he means 
to stand for economy, and [ am not 
goiny to press him as regards the Sinking 
Fund or anything else just now. The 
right hon. Gentleman has ranged himself 
on the side, not of those who are going to 
levy revenue for purposes other than ex- 
penditure, not of those who are going to 
get vast sums out of the food of the 
people. He has ranged himself on the 
side of those who work for economy, 
and I can assure him that there are many 
men on this side of the House —staunch 
Tories—who will stand by him in the 
cause of economy against whoever may 
oppose him. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): Under other cir- 
cumstances [ should have felt com- 
pelled to give this Budget my strongest 
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opposition, because, apart from the 
abolition of the corn duty, it seems 
to me to be objectionable in the extreme. 
But under existing conditions I shall 
certainly not oppose the Second Reading 
of the Bill, for 1 feel it to be my duty 
to give my support to the right hon. 
Gentleman and what was called by the 
hon. Gentleman who has just sat down, 
the free trade Tory Party. It looks as 
if some Jonah is to be thrown over by 
the Government to allay the storm, and 
I do not wish it should be the right hon. 
Gentleman, but some other. Apart from 
its merits the debate has been of con- 
siderable value, for it has turned largely 
on the question of expenditure. I some- 
times think that economy isa lost art, 
but the very powerful speech of the hon. 
Member for West Bristol the other day, 
and the speech of the hon. Member for 
Exeter and the speech to which we have 
just listened show there is a strong feel- 
ing, not confined to one side of the 
House, to support the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in carrying out the policy, 
stated the other day, of making, a con- 
siderable reduction in the national ex- 
penditure. I imagine in regard to that 
he will receive much greater support 
than he might have anticipated when 
he first introduced this Budget. The 
hon. Member opposite has made a great 
point with regard to the constitution of 
the Budget and of the necessity of 
seeing from time to time how we stand ; 
the hon. Member’s suggestion that the 
House should have the full control over 
national expenditure, and his suggestion 
with regard to the recommendations of 
the Committee of Public Accounts 
deserve very serious consideration. The 
Public Accounts Committee was originally 
created by Mr. Gladstone with the object 
of checking the expenditure of the 
country and bringing matters to the 
attention of the House which deserved 
its consideration. It has ceased to per- 
form that function. The accounts now 
go to the Committee, which then make 
certain recommendations to the Depart- 
ments, and the matter nevercomes before 
the House for review at all. I am not 
one of those who think that the control 
of expenditure should be taken out of 
the Departments and placed in the hands 
of this House, because we should then 
do away with all departmental responsi- 
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bility. It has not answered abroad and 
will not here, but there is no doubt that 
the question of expenditure is @ very 
serious one for the representatives of 
this country. 

We have been told for the last 
year or two that the taxation was 
put on for the purposes of the war, 
but that is not so. The taxation was 
put on to meet our increasing ex- 
penditure year by year. If the 
expenditure of the country had not 
grown in the way it has the ordinary 
increase of revenue would have been 
sufficient to pay all the cost of the war. 
but the expenditure has grown to 
such an enormous extent that it has 
swallowed up any surplus there might 
have been, and we have had to pay the 
tax of the war as well. Since 1895 the 
expenditure has increased by no less 
than £42,000,000 a year, and since the 
same period the revenue has increased by 
no less than £22,000,000a year. I hope, 
therefore, the right hon. Gentleman who 
has raised his voice in favour of economy 
will find he is now able to start afresh 
and overhaul our expenditure in 
different directions and see what real 
economy he can bringforth. We should 
not, now that the war is ended, hesitate 
to reduce our debt as quickly as we 
possibly can, and in that regard I 
entirely endorse what has fallen from 
various speakers in deeply regretting 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
not seen his way to add a larger 
amount for the reduction of debt than 
is in the Budget which he presented. 
We had some reason to think he would 
do so, because his predecessor on two 
vecasions stated positively that he in- 
tended when possible to increase the 
Sinking Fund and to start a new Sink- 
ing Fund to meet the war expenditure. 
He evidently did not mean a new Sink- 
ing Fund, because the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has drawn it all up in one 
fixed charge for the reduction of debt. 
The fixed charge for the reduction of 
debt, even if no account was taken of 
the expenditure for the war, if it was in 
proportion to that of 1899, ought not to 
be £27,000,000 but £29,000,000. It is 
essential for the trade of this country 
that our debt should be reduced as 
speedily as possible. The war has been 
a great object lesson to us in the way of 
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getting into debt. We have had} 
prophecies from various Chancellors of 
the Exchequer every time they have 
reduced the Sinking Fund that within a 
limited number of years the Debt would 
be paid off. The right hon. Gentleman 
gave us his prophecy in that direction 
but he rather went back from it after- 
wards. We have now a debt larger than 
we have had for the last thirty-five 
years, and | think under the cireum- 
stances the proposals of the right hon. 
Gentleman are very inadequate. There 
is another question I should like 
to refer to, and that is the pro- 
portion between direct and indirect 
taxation. In my opinion the right hon. 
Gentleman has remitted too large an 
amount of indirect and too large an 
amount of direct taxation, and I should 
just like to say that in my opinion the 
right hon. Gentleman will find it a very 
difficult matter--I know his estimates 
of the revenue are not excessive, and 
that his estimated expenditure is not 
under the mark—if at the end of the 
year he finds that he has underestimated 
the expenditure and overestimated the 
revenue, and that there is a deficit 
instead of a surplus, not to reduce the 
amount now allotted for the reduction 
of debt. I should have been glad there- 
fore if the right hon. Gentleman had 
not remitted so much taxation this year, 
but had allowed a larger amount to have 
gone to the reduction of the Debt. 
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Mr. RITCHIE: The discussion of 
to-day has been a very interesting one, 
and I do not complain of any criticism 
of the matters referred to in the Bill. 
There have been a good many subjects 
discussed, and of course the House will 
understand that it is hardly possible that 
I should go in great detail into the 
points that have been raised. Oppor- 
tunities will arise in the further stages 
of the Bill for the discussion of many of | 
the special subjects referred to, when. 
they can be dealt with perhaps better | 
than on this occasion. The hon. Mem- 
ber who began the discussion to-day 
devoted a large portion of his speech to 
an exceedingly important question—the 
question of taxation on coal. His argu- | 
ments require to be answered, but) 
perhaps he will consider that I might be 
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taking too much of the time of the 
House if I were to go into the statistical 
questions and details involved to-day. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: May I say 
that I propose to move to add a clause 
to the Finance Bill on this question ? 
Perhaps that would be a fitting oppor- 
tunity for the discussion ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: I felt sure that the 
hon. Member would have some Amend- 
ment on the Committee stage which 
would raise the whole question and 
enable it to be amply and _ properly 
discussed. Many of the points require 
elucidation and discussion, and I certainly 
shall not shrink from discussing any 
one of them on the appropriate occasion 
which will be afforded to us by the 
Motion he may put upon the Paper. 
And so with regard to many other 
points. The hon. Member for Stepney 
spoke about Income Taxevasion. Perhaps 
he was not aware of the fact that I have 
already undertaken to ask the House 
of Commons to appoint a Committee to 
investigate that extremely important 
subject ; and I am glad to think that 
we shall probably be able to avail 
ourselves of the services of a very 
distinguished Member of this House 
as Chairman of the Committee, and 
that we shall secure a very thorough 
examination into what I honestly 
believe is a practice of evasion which 
largely tends to diminish the revenue 
we ought to derive from the income 
tax. It is very unjust to those who 
make honest returns, and who pay their 
income tax honestly, that other people 
should be allowed in one way or another 
to avoid their full payment. I[ hope 
that no considerable delay will ensue 
before I am able to put on the Paper 
of the House the proposed reference, 
and also the proposed members of the 
Committee. My hon. friend spoke 
about the way in which the existing law 
allowed taxation to be avoided in the 
issue of foreign bonds, and in the registra- 
tion of companies. These matters require 
looking into, and I can assure him that 
I propose that they should be looked 
into. 


My hon. friend the Member for King’s 
Lynn referred to one or two important 
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matters which he has brought to the 
attention of the House on more than 
one occasion, and | think the hon 
Gentleman who has just sat down also 
referred to one of the points raised by 
my hon. friend—namely, the question of 
local taxation not being included in the 
statement of national income and ex- 
penditure. The House will readily im- 
agine that I have had a good many 
things to look into since I came into 
ottice, and | have not had sufficient time 
to investigate this very important 
subject ; but so far as I have looked 
into the question, I think there is a good 
deal to be said trom the point of view 
taken by my hon. friend and also by the 
hon. Gentleman opposite. I do not mean 
to say that | think there is anything 
seriously wrong—that there is anything 
in the state of the accounts laid before 
the House which would make it in the 
least ditticult for any one who desired to 
get at the total amount to find it for 
himself. It is al fully stated in one 
form or another in our accounts, and 
although it is not done in the form 
which the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Wolverhampton would like, 
yet it is readily available to anyone who 
desires to investigate the subject. 1 my- 
self, along with my right hon. friend who 
was then the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, have had some responsibility in 
this matter, because it was part of the 
Local Government Act of 1888, for 
which | was mainly responsible ; and 
although | thought at the time that it 
was a very convenient way of dealing 
with this money to open a_ separate 
account for it, and pay moneys due to 
that account into the account direct, 
yet I am quite willing to acknowledge 
that I think it might perhaps be well 
if an alteration were made in the 
direction desired by the hon. Gentlemen 
who have spoken. It would, of course, 
require legislation ; and there is also this 
difficulty in connection with it, which I 
inay as well state now—namely, that, as 
the House knows, the local authorities 
are entitled to a certain proportion of 
certain taxes which have been raised 
and which are collected by 
officers of the Inland Revenue. I see 
a difficulty about continuing that 
proportion if we are to do as my hon. 
friend desires. It almost looks as if it 
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would require to be made a fixed sum, 
but I am not at all sure that local author- 
ities would care to consent to a change of 
that kind. In one way it might give 


‘them more revenue, but in another way 


it would take revenue from them. If 
the gross revenue from these taxes were 
to go below its present point, of course it 
would be an advantage to the local 
authorities ; but if it were to go above 
that point it would be a disadvantage 
to them, and they would consider that 
they were losing a certain portion of the 
revenue appropriated to them by Act of 


Parliament. I do not say that is an in- 
superable difficulty. I myself could 
/suggest one or two ways in which 


the change might perhaps be effected. 
I hope the House will be satistied from 
the remarks I have made that I think 
something can be done, and, at any rate, 
I will undertake to investigate the sub- 
ject. With regard to appropriations-in- 
aid, that matter has been investigated 
before, and the balance of opinion, so far 
as I can see, appears to have been in 
favour of the existing state of things. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: That might 
be so long as the appropriations were 
small, but not since they have become so 
enormous. 


Mr. RITCHIE: So far as investigation 
has been made it has been in favour of the 
present system. When my hon. friend 
says that the control of the House of 
Commons is not as adequate as it ought 
to be, I am afraid I do not agree with 
him. As far as my experience goes, and 
I have been in the House a good many 
years now, I have never found that there 
is any difficulty at all in the exercise of 
House of Commons control in connection 
with these appropriations-in-aid. So 
far as capital expenditure is concerned, 
I understand from my hon. friend that 
the Committee which is now sitting 
is likely to make some recommendations. 
I am told their Report is in draft and will 
soon be presented, and I can assure my 
hon. friend I will carefully examine both 
Report and evidence, and I have no doubt 
that some very valuable recommendations 
will be made which shall receive my full 
consideration. References have also 
been made to Supplementary Estimates. 
I have only had one year at the Ex- 
chequer, but, as my hon. friend can 
imagine, that has not been altogether a 
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favourable one to his suggestion. 
not think he is quite correct in describ- 
ing the manner in which the Treasury go 
round tothe public Departments towards 
the end of the year in order to beseech 
them to see whether they cannot buy 
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something or other which will necessitate | 


Supplementary Estimates. The expendi- 
ture which the hon. Member refers to 
is really expenditure which would appear 
in a capital account if we had one. 


It is incurred, after all, on matters which | 


are really appropriate to a capital account, 
and therefore it is called capital expendi- 
ture. While I say that, my hon. friend 
must not imagine that I regard the Bills 
which comein fornaval and military expen- 
diture and other purposes with anything 
like satisfaction. I think we ought to do 
all we can to get something like finality in 
matters of that kind, something approach- 
ing to finality, and to that end we ought 
to strive. It is said that the House has 
very little control; but as a matter of 
fact the sum required for interest 
and repayment appears on the Estimates 
every year, and thus the House does 
have control over this expenditure. In 
the first place it has to consent to 
the Bill, and then year by year it 
has full cognisance of the matter in conse- 
quence of the sum put on the Estimates 
for the instalments of interest and 
principal. 


But undoubtedly the most important 
point of this discussion is that of national 
expenditure. J have had many recom- 
mendations to bring my own personal in- 
fluence to bear so as to secure a reduction, 
but that is not by any means an easy task. 
Thelate Chancellor ot the Exchequer stated 
that all his influence in the Cabinet was 
in the direction of economy, and I cannot 


understand any Chancellor of the Ex- 


chequer who does not bring all the in- 
fluence he can to bear on his colleagues and 
preach to them the doctrine of economy. 
I have heard it stated—I do not know 
with what truth—that Mr. Gladstone 
once said that every Chancellor of the 
Exchequer when he attended a Cabinet 
meeting should always have his resigna- 
tion in his pocket. Ido not go quite so 
far as that ; but I do say that any Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer who does not do 
his utmost to keep economical expendi- 
ture and administration to the front is 
not worth his salt. I shall therefore 
endeavour to exercise such influence as 
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down expenditure. But 
the House will understand that this can 
only be done within certain limits. The 
House of Commons itself is not by any 
means an economical body, nor do I 
think the community itself is economical. 
I do not think expenditure is unpopular ; 
it is very unpopular when we have to 
collect the taxes, and it is unpopular 
in the House of Commons when we 
discuss the Estimates. But it is not 
unpopular in the House on other occa- 
sions when we have to discuss abstract 
Resolutions pressing on the Government 
to increase expenditure here and there. 
I agree that the normal expenditure has 
increased by leaps and bounds and that 
a large portion of the additional taxation 
has been levied, not for war expenditure, 
but for ordinary normal expenditure. 
The normal growth of the revenue has 
not been anything like sufficient to meet 
the great growth in the normal expendi- 
ture of the country. I do not shut my 
eyes to the fact and I agree that it is 
very regrettable ; but when we come 
to examine the heads under which this 
expenditure has been incurred it is much 
more difficult to say how the increase 
should be avoided. The hon. Member for 
Dundee asked as to the increase in the 
Navy and what was our naval standard. 
The expenditure of other countries has 
greatly increased ; and, though I hope we 
shall always be on terms of close friend- 
ship with them, I must point to the 
growth of the navies of Germany and the 
United States. We cannot ignore these 
facts, for the existence of this country 
depends on its Navy. We cannot afford 
to fall below that standard which is 
necessary to secure our power at sea, not 
only on account of the safety of the 
Empire, but for the food of the people, 
I only wish that foreign countries would 
enter into a sort of league with us to keep 
down the enormous expenditure which is 
being incurred in all these naval prepara- 
tions. I can assure the House that 
nothing would give us greater satisfaction 
than to reduce our naval expenditure if 
we could do so in company with other 
countries. But until that can be doue | 
am afraid we cannot look for any decrease 
in the expenditure of the present time. 
The normal expenditure of the Army 
has also been greatly increased ; but now 
when the war is over we hope that we 
may be able somewhat to reduce the 


¥ 
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money spent on the Army. But here, | bility of making accurate estimates as 
again, that cannot be done by a stroke of far as they could. With regard to the 
the pen. Any reduction in the Army | National Debt, I entirely agree with 
must be a reduction which must be more everything said, especially by my hon. 
or less gradual. |friends the Members for Exeter and 

Something has been said as to the con- [slington, both of whom have large ex- 
tribution made towards our expenditure | perience in financial matters, and whose 
by the colonies. I am glad that some- | opinions are entitled to very great weight. 
thing at any rate is being contributed. || have had some experience in matters of 
I agree, however, that, having regard to that kind; and I entirely concur in the 
the fact thata considerable proportion of our | yjew that we ought to be extremely care- 
expenditure is incurred in order to protect | fyl, for the sake of the financial position 
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our colonies, we ought to have larger con- 
tributions from them than we have. 


regret very much indeed that Canada | 


does not contribute anything at all 
to the defence of the Empire, and I doubt 
whether any part of it derives more benefit 
than Canada from the expenditure we 
have to incur in connection with our 
Army and Navy. I think that the 
amount of the South African contribu- 
tion which has been promised is by no 


means inadequate, having regard to the | 


circumstances of South Africa. The 
last thing we ought to attempt to do is 
to cripple South Africa by trying to 
obtain larger sums than it can possibly 
contribute. I am in hope, however, 
that as things settle down more we may 
get something additional, but to attempt 
to extract more than the country can 
afford would be disadvantageous to us in 
the long run. !t is to the development 
of South Africa we must look for the 
ultimate benefit. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) : Is not the loan of £30,000,000 
a final settlement ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, as far as the 
Transvaal is concerned ; but it is 
possible we may get something more from 
other quarters. It has been suggested 
that I did not exercise sufficient care in 
the preparation of these Estimates, and 
that I have overestimated the amount of 
revenue that we are likely to obtain. 
As to that, I can only say that I acted 
on the advice of those gentlemen whose 
forecasts almost invariably have proved 
correct. They may have been too san- 
guine, but it would not have been right 
for me to say that they must reduce 
their Estimates after they had so carefully 
prepared them. I did not attempt to 
increase them or to reduce them; oe I 


impressed on my advisers the desira- 
Mr, litchie. 


|of the country, to do all that we can to 
keep up an efficient Sinking Fund. I do 
not want to go into the details of that 
Sinking Fund now ; the speeches made to- 
| day have only been a repetition of remarks 
'which have been made before, and to 
which I have previously had an oppor- 
tunity of replying. I shall no doubt have 
another opportunity of replying to them, 
and I hope that at the proper tie I shall 
be able to prove conclusively that we. 
have done well in regard to this matter ; 
|and that while, as we stand to-day, the 
| position is not at all unsatisfactory, in a 
| year or two we shall have a Sinking Fund 
| proportionately very much larger than 
|ever before. When it is stated that we 
have not appropriated as much for the 
payment of debt as Sir Stafford Northcote 
| did, I would remind the House that the 
present proportion of Sinking Fund to 
debt is infinitely greater than it was in 
the time of Sir Stafford Northcote. At 
that time the proportion was ‘53 per 
cent. It is now ‘85 per cent. of the total 
debt, and in four or five years it will be 
1°25 per cent. Thus it will be seen that 
we have not done badly in that matter 
| as compared with the time to which hon. 
| Members have referred. As to the ques- 
| tion of direct and indirect taxation, I will, 
}as the time is somewhat short, reserve 
/my remarks until we get into Committee. 
/I do not understand that there is any 
desire to oppose the Second Reading of 
| the Bill. It is, on the whole and in its 
main principles, a Budget which is satis- 
| factory, I think, to the House; and | 
'trust that the House may be saved a 
'division, and that we shall vote the 


| Budget Bill unanimously. 
| *Sim HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
/ hampton, E.): I only want to detain the 
| House with two or three observations in 

reply to what has fallen from the Chan- 
_cellor of the Exchequer. I think I may 
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say that so far as this side of the House 
is concerned we are satisfied with the 
tone of the right hon. Gentleman's 
remarks on the very grave questions 
arising on this Budget. The question of 
national expenditure is, perhaps, the 
gravest that is raised by this Budget. 
Referring to Mr. Gladstone in that 
connection, the right hon. Gentleman had 
said that Mr. Gladstone’s dictum was 
that every Chancellor of the Exchequer 
should have his resignation in his pocket. 
I do not think that Mr. Gladstone meant 
that the resignation was always to be 
taken out of his pocket, but only that it 
was to be a weapon of which the Cabinet 
was always aware, and which might be 
called into play at any time. But there 
was one peculiarity of Mr. Gladstone’s 
Cabinets that whenever the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer showed himself on the 
side of economy, and proposed in any 
way a reduction of expenditure, he had 
no more powerful supporter in the 
Cabinet than Mr. Gladstone _hiinself. 
Finding fault as I do with a great deal 
of the expenditure that we have to 
submit to at the present time, I insist 
quite as strongly as does the right hon. 
Gentleman on the supreme necessity of 
keeping up our naval expenditure to the 
proper point in order to secure the 
supremacy of this country, whatever 
circumstances may arise. The duty of 
the House of Commons is to see that it 
gets money’s worth for its money, and 
the duty of the responsible advisers of 
the Crown is to state what, in their judg- 
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The statements of our revenue are the 
most misleading that can be imagined. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
comes down to the House and says 
that the revenue of the year has been 
£151,000,000. But the revenue has 
really been £161,000,000. The right 
hon. Gentleman says that the death duties 
amounted to £14,000,000 last year. No, 
Sir, they amounted to £19,000,000, of 
which £5,000,000 was paid to the local 
taxation fund. I know the difficulties 
which the right hon. Gentleman had in 
forming that fund, which was necessary for 
his great Act ; but those difficulties have 
now disappeared ; and we say that these 
various taxes, like whiskey money, beer 
| money, and estete duty, should go into 
| their proper place in the Exchequer, as 
forming part of the national income. On 
the other side of the account the portions 
appropriated should be stated as paid into 
the local taxation account, and then the 
country would not be deceived. The 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn has raised 
the question of the great growth of 
national expenditure; but, in  conse- 
| quence of the way in which we prepare 
| our accounts, we include in income and 
| expenditure a great deal that is neither 
|one nor the other. We sey that taxa- 
tion has increased by so many millions 
| between 1891 and the present time, and 
| we include in that the expenditure which _ 
'we are obliged to make on our Post 
| Ottice. Ten years ago the Post Office 
| produced an income of £12,000,000, and 
required an expenditure of £9,000,000. 
Now the income of the Post Office is 











ment, is necessary for the proper main- | about £18,000,000, and the expenditure 
tenance of the Navy. On the Army I) on it is £13,250,000. But that is not 
will only say that I hope efforts will be | an increase of public expenditure ; it is 
made to reduce an expenditure, which | simply a natural extension of business. 
there is a general opinion has reached a| The question is—What is the net amount 
standard beyond what the necessities of | that goes into the Exchequer? You are 
the country require. It is believed that | carrying on a great business in the Post 
the money voted for the Army is neither | Office, and people are not taxed for it, 
judiciously nor economically expended. | but the balance of revenue is paid into 


| 7 
With regard to the question of the loca] | the Exchequer. 
taxation account—a matter in which | 
I have taken much interest during the | Mr. RITCHIE: Why may not the 
last few years—I think the Chancellor | same be said about the Customs ? 
of the Exchequer will find that the | 
difficulties which he advanced are entirely| *Sirm HENRY FOWLER: No, that is 
on paper, and have no reality whatever. | not the same thing. That is a case of 
There is no necessity for any new legis- direct taxation, whereas there is no’ tax 
lation whatever. All that we want is | associated with the Post Office. Our 
that the money that goes into the accounts do not show what is the 
Exchequer shall be stated as in one sum. | real revenue and real expenditure of the 
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National Exchequer. As to the ap- 
propriation account, which has been 
criticised, the action of the Treasury has 
been approved by the experience of those 
who have had to administer the Treasury, 
and there would be much dissatisfaction 
with any interference. Every item is 
under the control of the House 
Commons. With regard to the National 
Debt, I do not think it is open to the 
gloomy criticisms which have been 
passed upon it. I demur altogether to 
the statement that the price of Consols 
of the state of the 
country’s credit. The price of Consols 
depends upon the state of the money 
remember that in the 
1866 a leading banker 
of mine, “If you 


of 


is an indication 


market. I 
period of 

said to a friend 
were to bring all the title deeds of your 
country to-day to Lombard Street you 
would not get £5,000 on them.” That 
day a complaint was made in this 
House that the Bank of England 
had refused to make any advance on 
Consols, but the Chancellor of the Ex" 
chequer of the day at once took care to 
set that right. But that was not an 
indication of a fall of the credit of this 
country as a country; it was a result of 
the commercial disruption of the money 
market, At the present moment Consols 
have gone down to 92. Any gentle- 
man who thinks that is an indication 
of a fall of the credit of this country 
should remember that Consols at a shade 
under 84 would really be the equivalent 
of the par price of the Transvaal Loan 
at 3 per cent. Therefore, Consols still 
hold their position the premier 
security, and, in my opinion, their rise 
and fall depend on the state of the money 


as 


market. 
when the rise and fall depended on the 


‘Chancellor of the Exchequer, and I hope | 


Sir Henry Furler. 
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the Chancellor of the Exchequer will not 
repeat what I think was the mistake 
of his predecessor when bought 
Consols at 110 and 112 and forced up 
the price of Consols against himself, he 
being the only real buyer in the market. 
A great deal of the difficulty which has 
arisen was created by an exaggerated 
price caused by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer’s expending such large sums 
of money in Consols on behalf of the 
savings banks and the Sinking Fund 
I do not know whether the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer intends to adopt the 
Report of the Committee on the Invest- 
ments of Savings Banks ; but I think he 
will have very seriously to consider it, 
because if we are to make annual invest- 
ments of £10,000,000, in a few years it 
will have a very serious effect. So far 
as this side of the House is concerned, I 
think there will be no ’opposition to the 
Second Reading of this Bill, but we 
to reserve ourselves the fullest right of 
discussing its various points on the clauses 
of the Bill when they can be dealt with 
on their merits. 


he 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): The right hon. Gentleman 
has} not replied to my Question as 


to the drawback on flour. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Oh, I beg the hon. 
Member’s pardon, I overlooked that. I 
understand the Question of the hon. 
Member was why the rebate should 
be limited to sums of £25 and over. 
Let me say at once I am not disposed 
to make any alteration in the limit 
of the rebate. The reason why I 
have allowed any rebate at all —a 


most exceptional course to take — is 














Ltailways (Electrical 


829 


that I desire to do nothing which will 
interrupt the flow of corn into the 
country. There is plenty of time in 
which small owners could so arrange 
their stock as to get rid of it before the 
duty comes off. That was not the case 
with merchants who had imported large 
cargoes, and if their business had been 
checked wheat might have risen to a 
high price. Therefore, I gave these 
special facilities so that the trade might 
go on without interruption. They will 
not apply to small holders who have had 
plenty of time between the announce- 
ment of the Budget and the 30th of June 
to get rid of their stock. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Bill read asecond time, and committed 
for Monday next. 


OUTDOOR RELIEF (PENSIONERS) 
BILL. 


(THIRD READING], 


Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 


time.” 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
rose to oppose the Bill. He said that 
when the Friendly Societies Bill was 
passed through the House practically 
unanimously, the House admitted the 
principle that the incomes derived from 
contributions to thrifty and other 
societies should not be considered by 
boards of guardians when they came to 
administer outdoor relief. But they 


could not stop at the case of the friendly 


{12 JuNE 1903} 


| As amended, 
| third time, and passed. 
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Societies ; why should not pensioners 
from the Army and Navy be treated on 
the same footing. This Bill was there- 
fore a necessary corollary to the other. 
But since the latter was passed a change 
had come over the scene. The Friendly 
Societies Bill had been rejected by the 
House of Lords, and one reason for 
passing this Bill had disappeared. He 
held that if the Government intended to 
give effect to legislation of this kind it 


Power) Expenses. 


i 


should deal with it by means of a general 
Bill. This Bill carried with it its own 
condemnation. The pension of a soldier 
or a sailor ought to be sufficient to 
secure him a decent existence as a 
Let the 
military and naval the police 


pensioner. them 


compare 
with 


pensions. 


And, it being half-past Five of the 
clock, the Debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Tuesday 


next. 


EDUCATION (BORROWING) BILL. 


considered ; read the 


| RAILWAYS (ELECTRICAL POWER) 
EXPENSES. 
| Resolution reported— 

“ That it is expedient, to authorise the 
payment, out of moneys to be provided 
by Parliament, of the remuneration of 
|any persons appointed by the Board of 
Trade for the purposes of any Act of the 
present session to facilitate the introduc- 





tion and use of electric power on railways, 
‘and any other expenses incurred by the 
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Board of Trade in carrying such Act into 
-effect.” 


Resolution agreed to. 





NEW BILL. 

LIGHT LOCOMOTIVES (REGISTRATION). 

Bill to provide for the Registration of 
motor vehicles and to amend the Loco- 
motives on Highways Act, 1896, ordered 
‘to be brought in by Mr. Scott-Montagu, 
Mr. Arthur Stanley, Mr. Bull, Mr. 
Murray, Mr. Norman, Mr. Harmsworth, 
and Mr. T. P. O’Connor. 


LIGHT LOCOMOTIVES (REGISTRATION) 
BILL. 


“To provide for the Registration of 
motor vehicles and to amend the Loco- 
motives on Highways Act, 1896,” pre- 
sented accordingly, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Tuesday, 25rd June, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 243.] 


IRISH LAND [ADVANCES, ETC. ]}. 

Committee to consider of authorising 
the creation of Capital Stock for raising 
money for the purposes of any Act of 
the present Session to amend the Law 
relating to the occupation and owner- 
ship of land in Ireland, of authorising 
the payment out of the Consolidated 
Fund and out of moneys to be provided 
by Parliament, of Dividends, Sinking 
Fund, Salaries, Superannuation Allow- 
ances, and certain other expenses pay- 
able under such Act (King’s Recom- 
mendation signified), upon Monday next. 
—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
Municipal Trading: That they have 
appointed a Committee consisting of 
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of the House. 832 


seven Lords to join with a Committee of 
the Commons, pursuant to Message of 
this House, “to consider and report as 
to the principles which should govern 
powers given by Bills and Provisional 
Orders to municipal and other local 
authorities for industrial enterprise 
within or without the area of their 
jurisdiction,” and propose that the said 
Joint Committee do meet in Committee 
Room B, on Monday next, at Three 
o'clock, 


Lords’ Message considered. 


Ordered: That the Committee of this 
House do meet the Lords’ Committee as 


proposed by their Lordships. 


Message to the Lords to acquaint them 
therewith. 


Port of London Bill: That they 
have appointed a‘ Committee con- 
sisting of five Lords to join with a 
Committee of the Commons, pursuant 
to Message of this House, for the con- 
sideration of the Port of London Bill, and 
propose that the said Joint Committee do 
meet in Committee Room A, on Thurs- 
day next, at half-past Two o'clock. 


Lords’ Message considered. 


Ordered: That the Committee of this 
House do meet the Lords’ Committee as 
proposed by their Lordships. 


Message to the Lords to acquaint them 
therewith. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
before Six o’clock till Monday 
next. 
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SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that His Majesty had (by Com- 
mission) appointed the Earl Waldegrave 
Speaker of the House in the absence of 
the Lord Chancellor or Lord Keeper, the 
Earl of Morley, the Earl of Cork and 
Orrery, the Karl de Montalt, and the 
Earl of Halsbury ; and the Lord Ribbles- 
dale Speaker of the House in the 
absence of the Lord Chancellor or Lord 
Keeper, the Earl of Morley, the Earl of 
Cork and Orrery, the Earl de Montalt, 
the Earl of Halsbury, and the Earl 
Waldegrave: The said Commissions 
were read. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lokp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with : 
Naval Works Provisional Order ; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (Gas) ; 
Middlesbrough Corporation; Lanark- 
shire and Dumbartonshire Railway ; 
South Yorkshire Joint Railways; Wolver- 
hampton and Cannock Chase Railway 
(Extension of Time) ; Great Northern, 
Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway (Vari- 
ous Powers); Midland Great Western 
Railway of Ireland: Great Western 
Railway ; Woolwich Borough Council ; 
Great Southern and Western Railway ; 
Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda Rail- 
way; Plymouth Gorporation; Hainault 
Forest ; London County Council (Money) ; 
Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynaman 
Railway ; North-Eastern Railway ; Wood 
Green Urban District Council. 


And the Certificates thatjjno further 
Standing Orders are applicable to the 
following Bills: Local Government (Ire- 
land) Provisional Orders (No. 6) ; Local 
Government (Lreland) Provisional Orders 


(No. 8); Local Government Provisional | 


Orders (No. 11). 
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And also the Certificates that the 


‘further Standing Ordets applicable to 


the following Bills have not been com- 
plied with: London, Tilbury, and 
Southend Railway ; Stroud and District 
Tramways ; Romford and District Traim- 
ways; Dublin, Wicklow. and Wexford 
Railway; Beckenham Urban District 
Council. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


Manchester Corporation Bill [H.1.] ; 
Supplemental Report from His Majesty’s 
Attorney-General, received, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


London, Tilbury, and Southend Rail- 
way Bill: A petition of Mr. William 
Howard Gray, of 63, Queen Victoria 
Stregt. London, solicitor, praying for 
leave to present a petition of Messrs. 
Frederick Boyd Brown and Charles 
Wells, praying to be heard by counsel 
against the Bill, although the time 
limited by Standing Order No. 93 for 
presenting such petition has expired ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table; 
and Standing Order No. 93 to be con- 
sidered to-morrow in order to its being 
dispensed with in respect of the said 
petition. 


Gas Light and Coke Company Bill ; 
Great Eastern Railway Bill; Bourne- 
mouth Gas and Water Bill [.L.]. Com- 
mittee to meet on Thursday next. 


Manchester Corporation Bill [H...]. 
Report from the Select Committee, that 
the Committee had not proceeded with 
the consideration of the Bill, no parties 
having appeared in opposition thereto : 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table: 
The orders made on 23rd Mareh and 
25th May last discharged, and Bill com- 
mitted. 


Market Drayton Gas Bill: Read 3°, 
and passed. 


Chatham and District Light Railways 
Bill [HL]: Read 3*; Amendments made ; 
Bill passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Dover Corporation Bill; Merthyr 
Tydfil Urban District Council Bill; 


» F 
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Wigan Corporation Tramways Bill. 
Brought from the Commons; read 1*; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


Metropolitan District Railway (Various 
Powers) Bill; London, Tilbury, and 
Southend Railway Bill; Beckenham 
Urban District Council Bill ; Stroud and 
District Tramways Bill; Romford and 
District Tramways Bill ; Dublin, Wick- 
low, and Wexford Railway Bill. Ex- 
aminer’s Certificates of non-compliance 
with the Standing Orders referred to the 
Standing Orders Committee on Tuesday 
the 23rd instant. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 
1) Bill [u.L.]; Gas and Water Orders 
Confirmation Bill [H.L.]; Charing Cross, 
Euston, and Hampstead Railway Bill; 
City and South London Railway Bill ; 
Great Northern Railway Bill; Great 
Central Railway Bill; London County 
Council (General Powers) Bill; Walker 
and Wallsend Union Gas Bill; New 
Hunstanton Improvement Bill ; Lanca- 
shire and Yorkshire and London and 
North-Western Railways (Steam Vessels) 
Bill. Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the following Lords be 
proposed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills ; (viz.) 

D. Wellington, 
{. Malmesbury, 
E. Belmore (chairman), 
E. Powis 
L. Manners ; 


ory 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly : The Committee to meet on 
Tuesday the 23rd instant, at eleven 
v'clock ; and all petitions referred to the 
Committee, with leave to the petitioners 
praying to be heard by counsel against 
the Bills to be heard as desired, as also 
counsel for the Bills. 


Manchester Southern Tramways (Lan-| 4 ugtralia relating to the exclusive em- 


cashire) Bill [H.L.]; Reported from the 
Select Committee, with Amendments. 


Wellington (Salop) Gas Bill ee 
Commons’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill. To be read 2* to-morrow. 
—(The Lord Il olverton.) 


‘(LORDS} 
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Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill 
[H.L.]; Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 
Bill [H.L.]; Water Orders Confirmation 
Bill [H.L.]. House to be in Committee 
to-morrow. 


Private and Provisional Order Con- 

firmation Bills. Ordered, That Standing 

Orders Nos. 72 and 82 be suspended for 
the remainder of the session. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) 
Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill; Local 
‘Government (Ireland) Provisional Order 
(No. 2) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) 
Provisional Orders (Ne. 4) Bill. Read 
3* (according to Order), and passed. 


PETITIONS. 





LAND REGISTERS (SCOTLAND) BILL 
(HLL. }. 
Petition against: of Messrs. Millar 
and Bryce ; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 


SHOPS (EARLY CLOSING) BILL [H.1.]. 

Petition in favour of: of the National 
Chamber of Trade; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
LOCAL TAXATION ACCOUNT (SCOT- 
LAND) ACT, 1898. 

Return showing the postal payments 
into and out of the Local Taxation 
(Scotland) Account for the financial year 
1902-1903. 


COLONIES (ANNUAL). 
No. 387. Gibraltar; Report for 1902. 


AUSTRALIAN MAIL SERVICE. 
Despatch to the Governor-General of 


| ployment of white labour. 


| EXPLOSIVES (EXPLOSIONS OF GUN- 
| POWDER AT SEDGEWICK, NEAR 
| KENDAL). 

Report to the Right Honourable the 
| Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment by Captain H. B. Lloyd, His 
Majesty’s Inspector of Explosives, on 
the circumstances attending explosions 
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of gunpowder which occurred in the 
glazing and corning houses of the 
factory of the Sedgewick Gunpowder 
Company, Limited, at Sedgewick, near 
Kendal, Westmoreland, on the 30th of 
March, 1903. 


ROYAL UNIVERSITY OF IRELAND. 
Annual Report for the year 1902. 


DUBLIN HOSPITALS. 


Forty-fifth Report of the Board of 
Superintendence; with appendices, for 
the year 1902-1903. 


NAVY (BERTHING ACCOMMODATION). 


Report of the Committee appointed by | 


the Lords Commissioners of the Admir- 
alty to consider the question of the 
berthing accommodation for His 
Majesty’s ships in the dockyards and 
other waters, and also the moorings and 
material required. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered | 


to lie onthe Table. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACT, 1894 AND 
1896. 


Fourteen orders relating to the land- 
ing of foreign animals in Great Britain. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), | 


and ordered to lie on the Table. 


THE FISCAL POLICY OF 
THE COUNTRY. 
Viscount GOSCHEN, in rising to call 
attention “to recent declarations of Mem- 
bers of His Majesty’s Government on the 


subject of preferential tariffs, and to move | 
for Papers,” said: My Lords, I will offer | 
no apology to your Lordships’ House for | 


introducing the question of which I have 
given notice. The House of Lords is not 
supposed to have much power with refer- 
ence to financial subjects ; but it strikes 
me that, as an Estate of the Realm, all that 
concerns, and vitally concerns, the com- 
merce and trade and revenue of the 
country is of deep interest to your Lord- 
ships’ House and is entitled to discussion 
at your hands. But, my Lords, I would 
offer an apology in this sense ; the subject 
is so vast and goes so deeply into the roots 
of our prosperity and future financial 
soundness, that I feel myself oppressed by 
the vast materials which it may be 
necessary to traverse. I know it is im- 
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possible in a single speech to deal with the 
great question, the great plan, which has 
been placed before us. Therefore, your 
Lordships will be indulgent, I am sure, if 
upon some parts I only touch the fringe, 
and endeavour merely to indicate the 
light in which the features of the plan 
strike me. I associate myself to the full 
with all those friends and opponents of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary who have seen that on his 
return from South Africa he had a real 
conviction of the great issues which he 
| has placed before the country, and that, 
fresh from his Imperial mission in South 
| Africa, which he ‘performed with such 
| distinguished and memorable success, it 
was natural for him, if he had conceived 
|a plan by which that Empire for which 
he had worked so hard might be consoli- 
| dated and expanded, to feel it was right 
| that he should place it before the country. 





I do not propose to entertain your 
Lordships with any discussion, criticism, 
or comments upon Ministerial perplexities 
or Party divisions. All I would say in 
| reference to those matters, at present, is 
‘that I would wish the noble Duke 
who leads us in this House to pronounce 
himself with as much frankness, with as 
little reticence, as has characterised some 
| of his colleagues in the Ministry. I think 
we are entitled to such frankness at his 
/hands. One further request [ would 
| make to the noble Duke ; and that is that 

it should be made distinct and clear by him, 
towhom we lookup withsuch respect, that 
those who differ upon one side or the 
| other of the Party shall be as free to 
| discuss and to urge their views as the 
other ; that there shall be absolute fair 
| play, and that those should not be con- 


| sidered as mutineers, or as disloyal, who 
cannot take the view which possibly— 
though I am not certain of it—the 
|majority of the Ministry may entertain 
I can assure the noble Duke that there 
is no disloyalty whatever. I hear 
| the word “ mutineer ” is being used. But 
|that word does not apply to either 
isection of the Party. They are 
| equally free to discuss and urge upon the 
country the views which they take. 


I would wish, in one word, to explain 

|the spirit in which [ am anxious to 

|approach the subject myself and to 

/examine this great project. There is a 

‘large floating opinion in the country 

| which has not made up its mind one 
2F92 
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way or the other. 
has sprung up since the days of Cobden 
and Bright, who, I think I may say, are 


A new generation | 


{LORDS} 


not acquainted with the old arguments | 
of free trade. There are a large number | 


of men who wish to be enlightened, not | 


with reference to the formulas of the 


past, but with reference to the applica- | 


tion of new economic doctrines to the 
phenomena ot present and existing facts. 


{f I may use the expression, there are a | ye ; ot 
great many agnostics in economics. 1| Budget Bill imposing a shilling duty : but 
Y | that it should be brought forward in such 


wish myself, as a free trader, to look at 
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which has been put forward by Sir 
Michael Hicks Beach and others in the 
House of Commons. It was said that, as 
it stood, it was a constant temptation to 
the introduction of preferential tariffs. 
It was regarded as a stepping-stone to 
preferential tariffs. And whatever we 
may think of the new plan, at all events 
it is better that there should be a clear 


| field, and that we should not have this 


this matter in such a way a8 may appeal | 


to those on whom a# mere reference to 
the creeds of the past would not make a 
sufficient impression. 
reference whatever to what I may call 
the doctrines and creed of free trade ; I 
will make no reference to Cobden or 
Bright ; I will not speak of the immense 


prosperity which free trade has given us | 


for the last fifty years, because I find 
that those are arguments which do not 
appeal to the very mass of opinion that I 
should like to see influenced—namely, 
those who are open to conviction by 
facts, but are not open to conviction by 
the repetition of the old formulas. 
there must be reciprocity in this matter ; 
and if the free traders—those who are 


So I will make no | 


policy brought before us as a clause in the 


a distinct manner that the nation may be 
able to pronounce whether it is prepared 
to enter upon the fiscal revolution which 
is embodied in the plan now before the 
country. I maintain that there is a plan. 
I see that plan before my own eyes in 
sharp outline, and I may almost say in 


colossal proportions ; and it is essential 
| that we should distinguish clearly between 


But | 


against the plan which has been launched | 


—do not appeal to the old doctrines or 
to their authorities— their infallible 


Popes—there must be on the other side | 


no claim of infallibility for the modern 
doctrines. If the steady light of the 


well-known beacons by which we have | ©. ; 
| wish to see realised—closer 


steered, and steered successfully, during 


the past are to be ignored, at all events | 


let us not be blinded by the dazzling 
brillianey of the comet which has flashed 
across the fiscal sky. 


I will make but the briefest possible 
reference to the unhappy and mysterious 
subject of the corn duty. I advocated 
that tax. I held, and I hold now, that it 
would make an infinitesimal difference, if 
any, in the price of the food of the people. 
I think it increased the revenue of the 
country. It had,in happy and undis- 
turbed obscurity, under Conservative and 
Liberal statesmen, yielded many millions ; 
and Mr. Gladstone himself raked in 
millions which that tax gave, with 
innocent unconsiousness that it was a 
financial sin. I do not regret the repeal 
of the corn tax from the point of view 
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| prosperity 
| corn-growing districts. 
_ object. 


the Various matters which are included in 
that plan, some of which are inter- 
dependent and some of which stand alone. 
What is embodied in the plan is pre- 
ferential tarifis to the colomies, with an 
imposition on the food of tkis country ; 
preferential tariffs for the colonies, with 
the grand idea of increasing their pros- 
perity, and, by bringing new corn-growing 
districts into cultivation and by making 
the colonies better customers of ours, to 
do for the colonies so much, in order that 
they may take more of our goods, rest- 
ing upon the taxation of food. 


1 think I 


great dream 


fairly stated the 
we would all 
union with 
the colonies and the expansion of their 
by the extension of their 
That is the first 
Then there comes the second. 
Revenue is raised by the taxation of 
imports on food, and that revenue, in the 
plan as I may call it, is to be applied to 
old-age pensions. The third object is to 
secure the power of retaliating on hostile 
movements on the part of trusts or of 
trades fed by bounties or by such 


have 
which 


_ barriers of high tariffs as would tend to 


'whom the dazzling prospect 


crush the industries of this country. 
These are the three avowed objects of 
the plan. But associating themselves 
with the champions of these three 
objects there are two other bodies to 
appeals. 
One is the agricultural interest, which 
hopes that by a tax on corn an impetus 
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may be given to that distressed industry. 
And another is made up of those who 
are concerned about the physique of the 
people, and who believe that by the 
taxation of corn the labourers may go 
back to the land, and thus we may 
receive a fine addition to the strongest 
and most physically fit portion of our 
population. These are the objects; and 
we have to examine them fairly to see 
what are the means by which these 
objects, so excellent in themselves, can be 
accomplished. But, my Lords, I would 
have you note that the key of the whole 
plan is that the boon I have mentioned 
rests upon a taxation of food. What 
has got to be settled is, in the first 
instance, how the taxation on food will 
act upon our population, and whether 
that condition is not too great a price to 
pay even for the great boon and benefits 
offered us by the plan. It is not only a 
question of taxation of corn and of the 
grain which is consumed in the fattening 
of the cattle, but of the taxation of meat 
—of mutton and of beef. Depend upon 
it, the humble bacon will follow in this 
train. All this food will have to be taxed. 
At what rate will the tariff stand? 
Will it be 1s. or 2s.? I think, as you 
look for the objects which are hoped for, 
you will see that the shilling duty will do 
extremely little for the plan; 1s. would 
not be enough to fertilise and to extend 
the wheat-growing area of Canada; Is. 
would not be enough to protect agricul- 
ture ; ls. would not be enough to bring 
the labourer back to the land; and I 
would point this out to those who be- 
lieve that in this scheme everything is to 
tend tothe improvement of the physique 
of the people that it is an odd way of 
beginning, to tax their food, especially as 
you must operate, if effect is to be given 
to this object, by a far larger tax than 
that. The agricultural interest, I think, 
hope for 5s. ; they do not come out into 
the open, but that is their hope. And I 
think the promoters of this scheme 
ought to face the question boldly and let 
us know as soon as may be, what rate of 
taxation on food will be necessary to 
carry out their plan. My Lords, I now 
approach the question of the colonial 
tariff. <I may say that I have not a bad 
record in'respect to the question of the 
colonies.“ Long before the present 
enthusiasm, which I rejoice to acknow- 
ledge, I was always one of those in the 
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' Liberal Party in the old days who clung 
to the possession of the colonies. I 
always rejected the idea that we should 
| be better without the colonies, and I 
_have always taken a deep interest in 
them, and as much as anyone have 
desired to see consolidation with the 
‘colonies, and the ties between us and 
‘them drawn as closely as they can safely 
be drawn. My Lords, the proposal is that 
| the colonies should decrease their tariff 
|in favour of our goods and that we, on 
the other hand, should tax certain im- 
ports, thus establishing a mutual 
advantage. Now, I hope the colonies 
will see that what they ask of us is in- 
finitely more than they are prepared to 
grant tous. What they grant to us will 
touch certain trades—certain special 
trades where the British manufacturer 
competes with the colonial manufacturer. 
But what they ask of us touches the 
whole of the population. There issurely 
there a very great difference. -% 4 

It is sometimes asked, What do we do 
for the colonies ? At all events, we 
admit everything which they pro 
duce free, while they maintain a 
tariff against us. In some colonies 
there is hope of a reduction of their tariff 
in our favour ; but, on the other hand, I 
also note that there are some who think 
that the object will be gained by keeping 
the tariff as against us, but increasing 
the tariff against the foreigner. I am 
bound to say that I think that will be a 
very poor boon to give in exchange to us 
who are asked to tax the food of the 
people. Mr. Seddon is rather impetuous. 
He has already held language to the 
effect that if we do not grant what is now 
asked—that is, a preference to their 
exports-—they would see whether it is 
not necessary to make arrangements with 
foreign countries. That is not the way to 
tackle the public opinion of this country. 
The Canadian Ministers are beginning to 
consider whether they would not have to 
go back upon what they have given us. 
That is not very encouraging. What the 
colonies must see is this, that they are 
asking a very large thing. It is not 
merely a question of a trifling rebate of 
duty ; it is a question that eats into the 
very vitals of the country. There is also 
the difficulty, as regards granting a pre- 
ferential tariff, as to what other countries 
might do by way of reprisal, and what 
part the United States might take. I do 
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not propose to examine into this elabor- | are engaged in this controversy ought to 


ately, but it is a matter which requires | turn their attention. 


most careful examination. We may see 
our way to a conclusion that there are no | 


| 


Will dearer food 
mean higher wages? Let no reference 
be made to text-books by some economist 


dangers which for a great object—and | to show that high wages will follow dearer 


the “object is great—we ought not to be | food. 
But, at any rate, let | 


prepared to face. 
us note that there are these difficulties, 
and let them be examined. The’ whole 
question of commercial treaties and our 
relations with foreign countries must be 
carefully examined, and must form 
portion of that inquiry which the 


I want “to examine the facts; I 
want to know by what economical pro- 


| cess, and not by any spinning of a figment 


Goyernment deem it to be desirable to | 


make. 
Well, my Lords, | have spoken of the 
position in the colonies. 


I would add | 


this further remark, which applies both | 


to the colonies and to ourselves. 


It is a | 


question how far it is wise to tie our | 


hands, and to tie their hands in a manner 
which will affect both their treasuries and 
our treasury in ways that at present 
one cannot foresee. I will put this 


test. We make a commercial treaty with 
our daughters; Mr. Chamberlain asked 


why should we not make them with our 
daughters as well as with others. But 
there is this one risk about the particular 
arrangement now asked for, and that is 
it contemplates our putting a tax on food. 
Suppose we had made a bargain with our 
colonies, and suppose that before long 
dear bread should ensue, not from this 
protective duty only, but from other 
causes, such as short crops and other 
defects, may there not be a considerable 
popular feeling calling for the repeal of 
that tax? But however much that repeal 
may be asked for, however great the 
pressure put upon us, we are tied hand 
and foot, we have agreed with the 
colonies ; and we should have to go to 
the colonies and ask them, perhaps after 
vested interests had grown up in con- 
sequence of the privilege we had granted, 
to tear up the arrangements which we 
had made, in order that we might free 
the people and admit all the imports of 
grain and food for which the country was 
so clamorously calling. 

I think it is admitted by the authors of 
the plan that the effect of a taxation on 
food would mean an increase in the cost of 
food, although there may be great differ- 
ences of opinion as to the question of 
degree. But it is said there will be at the 


same time a great increase in wages. | 


Well, now, let that be proved. That is 
the first question to which all those who 
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of the brain, by what actual process an 
increase of wages is to follow an increase 
i the price of food. It is said that in 
Germany dear food has been followed 
by high wages, and that in the United 
States high wages have followed upon 
the strong establishment of protection. 
No argument can be drawn from the 
example of America to show that what 
has happened in America would happen 
here. I want to know the process by 
which wages are going to be raised. 
And, another important question, I want 
to know whose wages are to be raised. 
Are all the wages in the country to be 
raised? Is a wave of prosperity to flow 
from protection? But they say, “We 
are not asking for protection, but only 
for retaliation in certain cases.” [| want 
to know how the rise in wages is to 
come about. Assuming, as | will not 
grant, that through a certain limited 
amount of fair trade or protection the 
wages in the manufacturing districts in 
the trades which are protected should 
be raised, what certainty or likelihood 
is there that the rise in wages would 
extend throughout the country? It 
may be said that it would extend 
to general prosperity; but do not let 
us get to generalities. Let us rather 
analyse it and look at the different 
classes affected. Take first the case of 
the vast body of men who are employed 
by the Government, by municipalities, 
and by public bodies. Are we to pay 
the dockyard hands higher wages? If 
so, the difference in the charge will 
have to come out of the taxation of food. 
which has been pledged for old-age 
pensions, Then there is the Post Office. 
Are the wages of all Post Office employees, 
of all the railway men, to be raised ? 
Who will take the responsibility of saying, 
“Let us put a tax on food and I will 
guarantee to you all that your wages 
shall be raised?” I say that is a 
tremendous responsibility, and one which 
I for one would be most reluctant to 


undertake. 
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What would become of the industries | 


remaining unprotected? They would | 


all have to pay an increase in the price | 
of food without any compensating ad- | 
vantages, so far as I can see, such as 
the protected industries might gain. | 
Then there is a class which generally 
inspires deep sympathy. I mean the 
lower middle class, the class of men_ 
who are as poor as or poorer than many 
of the working classes, and whose wages 
are kept down by competition. Is it 
seriously contended that their wages 
will be raised in consequence of 
a protective tariff being applied 
to certain industries in the country ? 
I do not think that can be expected. 
There was atime when there was some 
hope for a free breakfast table; but 
under the present plan not only would 
there be no free breakfast table, but no 
free dinner table, no free tea table, and 
no free supper table. Every meal would 
have to be taxed, and those vast classes 
would gain nothing by the imposition 
of a tax on food followed by higher 
wages. If the wave of prospefity is to 
come at all, it would be years before it 
would reach this submerged class who 
are hovering on the brink of poverty, 
the class to whom a {few shillings make 
a considerable difference in their annual 
expenditure. But another boon is 
promised which is to be paid out of the 
tax on food. The money is to go to 
old-age pensions. To thut I would make 
the obvious objection that, if the hopes 
of the authors of this plan are to be 
fulfilled and the colonial wheat-growing 
area is to be immensely increased, the, 
taxes will diminish every year, and the | 
amount which is being set aside to pay 
for old-age pensions will be a diminishing 
quantity On the other hand, the 
liability for pensions once undertaken can 
never be stopped, and the country may 
be landed in a position which | know 
the Government do not desire, and 
which Mr. Chamberlain himself has 
repudiated, that without this taxation , 
on food the country would still be 
saddled with old-age pensions. The 
liability is there. How is the money to 
be found? Every class who derived no 
benefit from the taxes on food would 
have to pay for old-age pensions, which 
at the time of their imposition would be | 
considered as covered by the taxation 
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on food. My lords, I call that a gamble. 
It is a gamble with the food of the 
people ; and I trust that the noble Duke 
will tell us that in that gamble he will 
not take a hand. 


I pass now to the third departure in 
this great controversy—namely, the 
question of what may really be 
called protection. I will not call it 
so, because it is denied by the authors 
of the scheme that there is any 
desire to bring about protection. I will 
call it “retaliatory duties.” Well, my 
Lords, that branch of the subject is of 
special interest for the Prime Minister. 
Mr. Chamberlain seems to aim at the 
consolidation of the Empire, while 
Mr. Balfour's chief anxiety is the decline 
of exports and the difficulty of meeting 
trusts and that class of subjects which 
comes under the general head ot re 
taliation. The Prime Minister is specially 
concerned in the condition of the people 
ofthis country. His object in having an 
inquiry is in order to see whether steps 
ought not to be taken to remedy or to 
meet the dangers which he ioresees. 
Many people seem to see signs of in- 
cipient decay, and in the main they 
justify that view by the decline in our 
exports. I am not sure that there are 
symptoms of decay of so serious a nature 
as are pointed out. Let us look at 
several tests. My noble friend Lord 
Rosebery has pointed to tlie increased 
returns of Income Tax. Well, these are 
very satisfactory, and more especially are 
they satisfactory in that, although the 
tax is to-day levied on a narrower area, 
every penny of the tax to-day produces 
10 per cent. more than it did ten years 
ago. It may be said that the Income 
Tax returns are no real criterion, that 
they only represent the incomes of 
certain classes. Let me point toanother 
symptom, a very satisfactory symptom— 
namely, the deposits in savings banks. 
I have the figures extending over fifteen 
years. The deposits in savings banks, 
the Post Office Savings Bank and the 
Trustee Savings Banks, were in 1887 
£101,000,000. In 1901 they were 
£187,000,000. Now these savings come 
from the pockets of the lower middle 
classes and the poorer classes, and do not 
represent in any way the savings of the 
rich. Then pauperism has declined in 
the last fifteen years 9 per cent., while 
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the population has increased 18 per cent. 
I give you these figures as a counter- 
biast against the statement that there 
are symptoms of decay. 


We must make this distinction. In 
deducting coal from our exports as 
being capital we must not deduct the 
whole, but we must only deduct so much 
as represents the coal itself; for when 
foreign countries pay us for our coal 
they pay also for the wages of the men. 
It is said that our exports are declining. 
1 was amused to find precisely the same 
arguments carried on to-day as were 
carried onin 1881. At that time the fair- 
traders and retaliators and all the various 
denominations who belonged to the class 
who predicted ruin to the country, said 
that we were eating up our capital, and 
that that had gone on for the last ten 
years. Well, if that was so, it has been 
going on now for,thirty years. Never- 
theless, even if it has, we do not suffer 
in ourincome, in the wages of the people, 
in the population, or in any other 
respect that I can see, except in a certain, 
not declining, but slackening of the 
increase of our exports. It is that 
slackening of the exports which has 
mainly attracted the attention of those 
who fear for our industries and our 
commerce. It is that, I think, which 
attracted the attention of the Prime 
Minister. But before we go to what 
that decline is to be attributed to, and 
whether or not it is to be attributed to 
the hostile barriers abroad, we have got 
to ask ourselves the question whether 
our exports have only diminished to the 
countries where there are high tariffs, 
or whether they have also diminished 
to those countries where there is fair 
trade all round, such, for instance, as 
China and Japan, and where we compete 
on equal terms with all the other nations, 
If it could be proved that the slackening 
of our exports was due simply to those 
countries that have raised high tariffs 
against us, some step in the proof which 
the fair traders desire would have been 
given. But if we find that the slacken- 
ing of increase is in those countries where 
fair trade prevails, if Germany or France 
are beating us in China, then I say we 
must look to other causes besides pro- 
tection for the further advance which 
Germany and the United States are 
making as compared with ourselves. 
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It was only about a year ago that 
the great question of the necessity 
of more technical education was 
agitated, when it was believed and 
asserted that it was through our less 
developed technical education that we 
were suffering in the markets of the 
world ; and it would be a sad thing if, 
through any hasty judgment, through 
any hasty generalisations, you were now 
to go on a wrong tack, and to attribute 
to protective tariffs that falling off 
which might be due to a want of energy 
or a want of technical education, or other 
causes apart from free trade. This is of 
the essence of the question. I would 
point out that the Germans have got 
several advantages over us which cannot 
be reduced to paper. They are more 
economical in their methods, their expendi- 
ture on their staff is less, they are 
content with smaller profits; and it is 
some of those qualities of the Germans 
which have been found to make them 
such formidable competitors in many of 
the markets of the world. Let me admit 
a decline—I mean a slackening—in the 
increase of our exports ; and now I come 
to the point of what is desirable in order 
to arrest it. There are some rather in- 
teresting points. The Prime Minister 
was thinking of retaliating on special 
occasions, but there are symptoms that 
more retaliation and more protection is 
distinctly contemplated. It is highly 
probable that the scheme which is before 
the country will, rightly or wrongly— 
possibly wrongly—attract a considerable 
number who believe that it means a 
beginning of the protection of their in- 
terests or manufactures. I am told that 
in Glasgow the workmen hail the new 
departure because it would mean protec- 
tion for the industries of Glasgow. 


A very curious correspondence took 
place between my right hon. friend the 
Colonial Secretary and Mr. Vince, which 
has been published in the papers. The 
right hon. Gentleman was asked with 
reference to protecting trades, and he 
said that he would not protect trades 
against legitimate competition, but 
against illegitimate competition ; where- 
upon his correspondent asked him whether 
sweating on the Continent, the con- 
ducting of a business in insanitary 
quarters, would be illegitimate }compet- 
tion. The right hon. Gentleman is re- 
ported to have said “Yes.” If so. then 
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you get, not the germ, but the plant of | 
protection, already grown toa consider- | 
able height. If the conditions under 
which production takes place abroad are 
to determine whether we are to put on or 
take off taxes on certain goods, that is 
getting nearer to protection, and those who 
are in favour of protection may congrat- 
ulate themselves. Those who go into 
this business only as retaliators, or as fair 
traders only, will find that in the end | 
they will be landed in protection with all | 
its difficulties, with all its dangers, with | 
all the competition of one industry with | 
another, with all the clamour of this | 
industry against that industry, with all | 
that mischief which we know exists in | 
Colonial Legislature, and with regard to | 
which Colonial Governors will be able to 
give us some information. 


84) 





As regards retaliation, what is asked | 
for, and no doubt it is very serious, is 
such powers as would enable the Govern- | 
ment to take measures if some gigantic | 
trust were crushing some industry of the | 
country. I do not well see how that can 
be put into a mandate ; but I believe if | 
some extreme cases were to occur for | 
which an absolutely heroic remedy was | 
required the Government of the day, if 
they were strong enough, would take 
such measures as seemed indispensable to | 
such an emergency. But, with a view to 
such an emergency, to recast our fiscal 
system seems to me inaugurating a new 
’ machinery for an emergency that may 
seldom, and perhaps never, occur. It is 
perfectly right of the Prime Minister to 
face the question ; I honour the honesty 
with which he has spoken his mind on 
this subject, it shows how anxious he is to 
master these complicated problems, and 
to see what would be the best course to 
take to protect the country. He asked for 
retaliation. Now I would ask my noble 
friend in this connection whether he can 
produce correspondence with the German 
Government to show what has really 
taken place with regard to themselves 
and Canada. Here I am entirely with 
the Prime Minister, I would wish to have 
the commercial treaties examined. I 
wish to know precisely how we stand, 
and how far commercial treaties would 
support this or that object which is 
desired. I do not myself see my way to 
the review of all the commercial treaties 
at present. I would further wish to 


know the history of retaliation between 
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different countries — how the countries 
have fared who have carried on this war 
of tariffs, a phrase which has an ugly 
sound certainly in the minds of those 
who belong to the past. But let us have 
the experience of how they have fared 
who have conducted this retaliatory 
campaign. I should like further to ask 
the Government what is their view— 
because I am sure they have got no plan 
in this respect—how are you going to 
retaliate? If you desire to retaliate, are 
you going to fix upon a particular in- 
dustry which is supposed to be threatened, 
and in order to protect that retaliate by 
acting on the same industry abroad? In 
many cases you would be quite unable to 
do that. You would have to tax some 
foreign export to this country of a 
different character from your own export 
which you wish to protect; in fact it 
would be a competition and a clamouring 
between all the various interests. 


There is no saying how deep a question 
of that kind goes. You retaliate in one 


direction and you make something dearer ; 


those using that which is made dearer in 
this country clamour for similar treat- 
ment, or for the repeal of the particular 
injury which is being done their trade. 
You cannot protect one trade separately 
without protecting a number of others, 


| you cannot protect one trade without 


injuring another. I say, therefore, that 
in this respect I wish an inquiry, not 
theoretical—I wish that it should be 
possible to place the facts before the 
country. I need not ask, I am sure, that 
in such an inquiry the utmost impar- 
tiality should prevail, and that we may 
count upon this, that the official organ- 
isations and the various Departments 
shall observe absolute neutrality and in- 
dependence, and that no Departments 
are to collect statistics to serve any 
particular side, if there are sides taken 
in this matter. I shudder when I[ think 
of the electoral leaflets that will be 
spread over the country with regard to 
|this plan on both sides. I would wish 
that the matter should be calmly discussed 
and taken out of the hands of the 
local agents, and that the local agents 
should have no instructions from head- 
quarters as to the line it would be desirable 
to take. Let there be fair play all round 
in this respect. I have seen allusions to 
| tables which might be prepared on hypo- 
thetical calculations and which would 
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prove to the working man that he would 


have to pay only so much more for food | 
_towards consolidating our Empire with 


and that he would get so much more 
wages. Hypothetical calculations are 
very dangerous things with which to 
deal when you pledge yourselves to the 
masses of the country as to any par- 
ticular policy which you intend to pur- 
sue. Let there be perfect fair play in 
this respect. 


{LORDS} 


I would make another appeal to the | 


Government. The Prime Minister has 
told us that the plan would not come 
before the country for two or three 
years. His mind is unconvinced ; and so, 
if his mind is uneonvineed, I take it the 
Government as a whole is unconvinced. 
It is possibly conceivable, perhaps not 
very probable, that some catastrophe 
might happen which would precipitate a 
dissolution and would require this matter 
to be dealt with, one way or another, 


now instead of after the discussion 
which the Prime Minister thinks in- 
dispensable for the true eliciting of 


the opinions of the people. Well, then, 
I ask, and I think we almost have a 
right to demand, that, if there were 
sucha dissolution, the mandate which 
is only to be asked for after conviction 
has been strengthened on a number of 
subjects, should not be made the man- 
date at the election before that inquiry 
has taken place, and before all the facts 
have been elicited. If it should take 
place, I for one have no hesitation in 
saying that I should think it the duty of 
all those who saw danger in this fiscal 
revolution to do their utmost to see 
that such a mandate should be refused. 
This discussion is to go on, and onething 
1 will ask his Majesty's Government 
which I am not in a position to ask 
except as one of the public. 
ask that the discussion may be so con- 
ducted, if possible, that, if the result 
should not be that we can assent to the 
views of the colonies, no rankling 
memories should be left behind from 
anything that is said on either side, by 
one political Party or the other here, or 
in their turn by the colonies. 


Impatience is natural. 
impatience ; but let there not be irrita- 
tion. Let us hope, if we do not see eye 
to eye, and if the colonies realise that 
they cannot press us in this matter 
because it involves the taxation of food, 


Viscount Goschen. 
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that no ill-feeling will be jeft behind, and 
that we can go forward on the road 


equal confidence as in the past. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary used some words of terrible 
eloquence pointing to many lost op)or- 
tunities—and opportunities have been 
lost—and pointing on the other hand to 
the glory of a consolidated Empire. He 
said— 

‘That unless the question of trade and 
commerce were settled satisfactorily he for one 
did not believe in the continuance of the union 
of the Empire.” 

They are’ strong words, and he con- 
tinued— 

‘“We have our chance, and it depends upon 
what we do now whether this great idea of 
consolidation is to find fruition, or whether we 
will for ever and ever dismiss this consideration 
and accept our fate as one of the dying Empires 
of the world.” 


We are to accept our fate as one of the 


| dying Empires of the world if we refuse 


to tax the food of the people! Is the 
doom of the Empire to be pronounced on 
every platform if the people refuse to see 
their food taxed? Is it fair to put the 
mandate before the people—‘“ No prefer- 
ence, no Empire?” I think it is unjust 
to the people of this country, I think it 
is unjust to the people of the colonies. I 
think it is unjust to the right hon. 


'Gentleman the Colonial Secretary him- 


I would | 


There may be. 


self, who has done so much and made 
such steady, and I hope permanent, pro- 
gress in knitting the Empire together. 
That is his creed. Surely it is not to 
depend on commercial bargains with the 
colonies. Without commercial bargains 
the colonies have lavished their blood in 
South Africa, and without commercial 
bargains we have lavished our millions in 
the protection of our Empire, which 
includes the colonies, asking but little in 


| return; and, under these circumstances, 


I am not to be told that if we cannot 
accept this plan we are to accept the fate 
of a dying Empire. The resources of 
statesmanship, I hope, are not exhausted. 
Before this idea was mooted many and 
many were the plans by which it was 
hoped tke colonies might draw closer to 
us, and we retain our hold over the 
colonies. On that road the statesmen of 
both hemispheres must continue to work, 
undiscouraged if the result should be 
against the plan, undiscouraged by failure. 
Forward this Empire must go, not as a 
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dying Empire, but as a living Empire in 
the world, and our statesmen must en- 
deavour to realise the fair dream of a 
cemented Empire without the nightmare 
of tampering with the people’s food. 


THE Eart oF CREWE: My Lords, 
the noble Viscount who has just sat 
down began by saying he did not think 
he need apologise for introducing this 
subject to the notice of the House. I 
am sure everyone of your Lordships will 
agree with him in that statement, for it 
would indeed have been strange if a sub- 
ject of such universal interest to every 
inhabitant of this Empire should not 
receive discussion in your Lordships’ 
House at the earliest possible date. 
Certainly no apology could have been 
needed from the noble Viscount himself 
in bringing forward the subject, for 
nobody could have introduced it with 
such authority as the noble Viscount, 
both from his experience of private 
business and from his experience in 
managing the fiscal affairsof the country : 
and | think your Lordships will agree 
that he subjected the question to a most 
searching and, at the same time, most 
judicial analysis, in a manner which 
probably could not have been approached 
by any other Member of your Lordships’ 
House. The noble Viscount, sitting as 
he does immediately behind Ministers, 
naturally devoted himself rather to 
the policy which has been brought 
before the country than to the other 
question of the singular manner in 
which that policy has been brought in. 
Perhaps | may be permitted, from this 
side of the House, to make one or two 
remarks on the latter subject. That 
policy, so far as we know it at present, 
is the policy of a single Minister. The 
noble Viscount stated in strong terms 
his conviction of the absolute honesty of 
purpose with which that policy had 
been brought in. I am quite willing to 
join with the noble Viscount in express- 
ing that belief. I have not the least 
doubt that on this subject the mind of 
the Colonial Secretary is in a condition 
of genuine, even if somewhat excited, 
conviction, and in bringing it in the 
right hon. Gentleman has aroused in 
the minds of some of his colleagues a 
feeling of exceedingly strong opposition, 
while he has hypnotised others, including 
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the Prime Minister, into a condition of 
coma or suspended animation. 

We are told that this subject is one on 
which a differenceof opinion may properly 
be held within the walls of the Cabinet, 
just as differences of opinion are held on 
many minor subjects. But what is the 
obvious difference? It's perfectly true 
that the Prime Minister holds, and has 
expressed, opinions on various subjects, 
such, for instance, as female suffrage, 
bimetallism, and Catholic education in 
Ireland, which are not those of the whole 
of his Party. but although the Prime 
Minister may have stated his opinion on 
these questions he has never made them 
the subject of propagandag If you will 
allow me I will illustrate the matter by 
a hypothesis. Suppose that instead of 
becoming converted—if it is conversion 
—to the principles of fair trade and 
retaliation, the Colonial Secretary had 
instead become converted—perhaps i 
ought rather to say reconverted—to the 
pritciple of Home Rule for Ireland. It 
would have been possible for him no 
doubt to retain his position in the 
Ministry by stating that he did not 
consider the subject to be one now 
before the public, and after once 
expressing his opinion he could no 
doubt have gone on sitting as a col- 
league of noble Lords opposite. But if 
he had gone about the country institut- 
ing a Home Rule propaganda, would it 
have been possible for him to remain a 
member of a Unionist Government ? 
And similarly one is inclined to ask: 
Isit possible for a tair trade Minister to 
remain a member of a free trade 
Government? But is this a free trade 
Government! If it is not a free trade 
Government but a fair trade Govern- 
ment, then, in turn, we ask the question : 
How is it that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer remains a member of a fair 
trade Government ? 

We are told that all these difter- 
ences are smoothed over by the 
fact that it is proposed to institute 
an inquiry into this question of 
preferential duties. I admit that 
the idea of an inquiry is exceedingly 
alluring and attractive. 1 am certainly 
one of those, and I know there are 
many in your Lordships’ House, to 
whom any scheme would be welcome 
which would further consviidate the 
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Empire, and bring: us into closer con- 
nection with the colonies, and if it were 
not that I am convinced that there is 
very considerable risk attaching to what 
is called an inquiry itself, as well as to 
the policy which that inquiry is in- 
tended to lead to, I for one would be most 
unwilling to express disapproval of the 
proposal to inquire into the subject. 
What is exactly meant by inquiry? So 
far as I know, inquiry can only take 
two forms, namely—a collection of 
statistics relating to our trade in all 
parts of the world, and the ascertaining 
of the opinions of our colonies on the 
questions involved. Anything else is 
not in the nagure of an inquiry, but in 
the nature of a discussion, which is a 
totally different affair. Now, as regards 
statistics, | imagine that no person or 
body of persons is in a position to obtain 
statistics bearing on the question except 
His Majesty’s Government. His 
Majesty’s Government, through the 
reports of their Consuls and Vice-consuls 
to the Commercial Department of the 
Foreign Office, can secure all obtainable 
information with regard to the trade of 
other countries. Through the Colonial 
Office they can obtain any knowledge 
they wish with regard to the trade of 
our colonies, and they can obtain similar 
information through the India Office 
with regard to India. If that is so, if all 
the statistics could have been obtained 
would it not have been desirable to have 
obtained them, supposing they are not 
obtained, before the Colonial Secretary 
started off on the war-path ? ee | 


‘Again, as regards the views of the 
colonies, it seems to me that it is im- 
possible to obtain any idea of those 
views unless you are prepared to set 
positive proposals before each colony 
in turn. Of course, it would be possible 
to obtain an expression of general 
assent from the colonies as a whole if 
you were prepared to announce a 
general scheme entirely in favour of 
the colonies, and entirely from that 
point of view disadvantageous to this 
country. I mean that if you go to the 
colonies and say we are prepared to 
grant a preference to them on food stuffs 
—and also, I think, you must necessarily 
say to some extent on raw materials, 
because I cannot understand how any 
scheme of this kind could be carried 


The Earl of Crewe. 
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through without a duty on timber and 
on wool—if you go tothe colonies and 
Say you are prepared to make these 
concessions, but, on the other hand, 
although you ask for a preference for 
your manufactured goods, you will not 
ask a preference which can in any way 
endanger the protected manufactures in 
the colonies themselves, and that, 
further, although you think as a matter 
of opinion that it would be a desirable 
and a pleasant thing if the colonies 
would contribute some larger proportion 
to the defence of the Empire, yet you 
have no idea of making any such ques 
tion a bargain with them—if you go to 
them in that way I can well believe that 
you will receive a considerable measure 
of assent. But if, on the other hand, 
you are going as part of your inquiry 
to discover from each colony on what 
terms that particular colony will engage 
in a kind of preferential treaty with you 
I think you are embarking on an ex- 
ceedingly dangerous course. It must be 
a dangerous course to excite hopes in a 
colony, hopes which for all you know, 
because you have not yet taken the 
opinion of the country, may never be 
realised. [cannot conceive any course 
which is more likely to cause friction 
between us and the various Colonial 
Governments. 

There is one person who sees no need 
for inquiry, and that person, of course, 
is the Colonial Secretary himself. The 
Colonial Secretary’s mind on this subject 
is not open ; on the contrary, it is abso- 
lutely closed. Speaking in Birmingham 
on May 16th the right hon. Gentleman 
said, 

““ My policy is to meet everything the 
Colonies do ” 

—that is to say, in the way of preferen- 
tial duties. He said— 

‘‘Even if the price of tood is raised, the 
rate of wages will certainly be raised in 
greater proportion. If we were able to bargain 
on equal terms, I believe that the duties now 
imposed on our produce would be generally 
reduced.” 

And, he continued, as regarded old-age 
pensions—and this seems to me a very 
strong thing to say—he would not him- 
self look at the matter—that is to say, 
the matter of increasing the price of the 
food of the people—unless he felt able to 
promise that a large scheme for the pro- 
vision of such pensions for thrifty and 
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well-conducted persons would be assured 
by a revision of our system of import | 
duties. There are other statements | 
made by the right hon. Gentleman in | 
another place, which are, if anything, | 
stronger. I do not see much of the 
humble but earnest seeker after truth 
in those remarks. They are the | 
utterances of a man who has finally 
made up his mind. The noble Viscount 
deprecated, as | think properly, recourse 
to mere authority and the introduction | 
of famous names into this controversy. 
Well, Mr. Chamberlain invokes the 
shades of Cobden and Bright in support 
of his theory. He says— 

“T cannot believe that if Mr. Cobden and 

Mr. Bright had been present among us now 
they would have hesitated to make a treaty 
of preference and reciprocity with our own 
children.” 
1 confess, when I read that, that my 
only feeling was one of astonishment 
that during the late war Mr. Chamber- 
lain had not declared his conviction that 
if Mr. Bright had been here he would | 
probably have raised a troop of yeo- 
manry to be despatched to the front 
uader the title of Bright’s Horse. Mr. | 
Cobden died in 1865, but Mr. Bright 
lived on till 18389, and Mr. Bright, 
therefore, not merely directed the 
original free trade controversy, but | 
was in the thick of the fair trade and 
retaliatory controversy to which the 
noble Viscount alluded. What did Mr. | 
Bright say then? He wrote, on this | 
very question of protection— 

‘* Victoria may discover that industry has 

no greater enemy than protective or restrictive 
tariffs.” 
And in the same letter he spoke fully of 
attempting to build up special interests 
before their time. In 1879 he wrote 
that— 

‘The reciprocity notion is exactly adapted 
to catch the considerable class of simpletons 
who have memory and no logic.” 

After that I confess, unless, of course, 
the Colonial Secretary is able to show 
that the circumstances of the Empire | 
have entirely changed during the last 
twenty years, that it seems to me a 
strong order to invoke the name of Mr. 
Bright in support of this scheme. I can 
only arrive at this conclusion. The 
Secretary for the Colonies is, as I said, 
absolutely positive that his views are 
correct. If so, he must have some new 
data not accessible to the world, showing | 
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that a new state of things has arisen, at 
any rate, one May say, since 1891, when 
this subject was last debated in your 
Lordships’ House, on the motion of the 
noble Earl, Lord Dunraven, and when 
Lord Salisbury considered that the 
matter was not one of practical politics ; 
and of course one must assume he has 


|/communicated those new facts to his 


colleagues sitting opposite. If so, | 
repeat my surprise that the Cabinet, 
before allowing this question to become 
a matter, as it must become, of some- 
what heated controversy, did not publish 
those facts to the world; but if not, if 
Mr. Chamberlain has formed his decided 
opinion only on facts of common know- 


ledge which are accessible to anybody 


who has the industry to read the Blue- 
books, then it appears to me that he in 
his turn is repeating shibboleths, the 
only difference being that his are fair 
trade shibboleths, and those which we 
are told we cannot repeat are free trade 
shibboieths. Therefore I cannot see on 
what ground the statement is made that 
we should suspend our judgment, and 
not express our conviction of the danger 
involved in the proposal. 


The noble Viscount made an appeal 
to His Majesty’s Government to preserve 
an absolute impartiality in the campaign 
which is about to be held in the country 
on this subject, and he pointed out that 
it was likely that literature of all kinds 
would be published. I wonder what 


| form that literature is going to take when 


issued from Conservative organisatiors. 
Is it proposed either to issue no literature 
at all, or else to issue alternately leaflets 
describing the theories of Mr. Cobden 
and other leaflets containing the 
doctrines of the Fair Trade League? Is 
it proposed to send roundj reversible 
placards containing on one side the 
words, “Vote ior Ritchie and Cheap 


|Bread ” and on the other side “ Vote 
| for Chamberlain and Reciprocity,” because 


unless something of that kind is going 


|to be done I do not see how the im- 


partiality for which the noble Viscount 
asks is to be maintained. I suppose 
that in East Manchester and other places 


_where people have no settled convictions, 


copies of both sets of literature and both 
kinds of placards will be distributed and 
displayed. The Prime Minister has 
stated that he has not been able so ta: 
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to form any conviction on this subject ; 
but we have always been used to look 
to the noble Duke for a very candid 
judgment on any broad political issue, 
and I can hardly think he will consent 
to leave this House and the country in 
general in doubt as to his views on this 
subject. I should like to ask the noble 
Duke if he really believes from his 
experience—for, after all, the noble Duke 
has been in the very forefront of politics 
for more than thirty years—that it is 
possible to carry on the government of 
this country under such principles of 
Cabinet responsibility or irresponsibility 
as those to which we are now treated, 
and I would venture further to ask him 
if he considers that the position as a 
whole is in any way fair, either to the 
country or to our Colonial Empire. 

I only desire to say one or two words 
on the policy itself, on which the 
noble Viscount dwelt with such un- 
equalled force and fulness. I have not 
the least idea of discussing the whole 
question of the merits of free trade, or 
what the average duties on food supplies 
would be likely to be, or the possibility 
of retaliation and the foreign complica- 
tions which might follow. I merely 
desire to submit two instances of what 
might possibly oceur if this policy were 
carried through. As regards old-age 
pensions, it has always been the belief 
of the Colonial Secretary that such 
pensions could only be given to those 
whom he has described as “ thrifty and 
well conducted persons "—that is to say, 
those who could not be considered thrifty 
and well conducted would not obtain 
pensions. I hope I am not doing the 
right hon. Gentleman an injustice when 
I say that I believe that his opinion is 
that the test of thrift and good conduct 
would have to be the fact of subscribing 
to some friendly society. I yield to 
nobody in my admiration of the work 
of friendly societies, but I should be 
sorry to think that among the very poor 
there are not a great many highly 
deserving persons who are not  sub- 
scribers to friendly societies. There are 
some who have never earned enough to 
subscribe to friendly societies, and there 
are others who have met with mis- 
fortunes, whose health has broken down, 


and who may be in the highest degree de- | 


serving but are not subscribers to friendly 
The Earl of Crewe. 
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societies. Well, all that class of persons 


could only lose by this proposal. The 


only prospect which is held out to the 
very poor is that of having to pay more 
for their food, without having, as far as 
I can see, any extra provision for thei 
old age. But there is a much more 
serious consideration, and one which 
affects us and also our colonies. When 
a tax is placed upon foreign corn and 
foreign articles of food, one is bound to 
assume that the price either of corn, 
of meat, or whatever it may be, will rise 
at home. If it does not rise it is perfectly 
obvious that Mr. Chamberlain's great 
object would be defeated, because if 
foreign corn can still be sent at its present 
price at a profit, that is no reason why it 
should be displaced in favour of colonial 
produce. 


Assume that Mr. Chamberlain is rig]it 
in believing that a gradual transfer will 
take place of production of food-stufis 
from foreign countries to our colonies, 
that process must be a gradual one 
All those great areas of possible supply 
of which we hearso much cannot spring 
into productiveness in a moment, and 
in the meantime you have an enhanced 
price of food at home. ‘That, of course, 
encourages production at home. I do 
not know whether anv of your Lordships 
have ever walked on the deserted quays 
of Galway and looked up at the empty 
warehouses there. Galway was said to 
have been ruined by free trade. I do 
not know that any tax on corn would 
revive Galway, but it would revive wheat. 
growing in such counties as Lincolnshire 
and Essex. It would no doubt stimulate 
for a time the production of corn in 
those and other counties, but as years 
go on and our colonies begin to grow 
more and more corn and send it in much 
cheaper they will gradually begin to 
ruin the farmers of Essex and Lincoln- 
shire, as those farmers have been now 
ruined by the United States. I live ina 
county where the cheese-making industry 
is an important one. Our principal rival 
is not a foreign country but a colony. I 
cannot say that I have ever noticed, in 
discussing the subject, that the eye of 
farmer has particularly kindled with 
enthusiasm at the idea that his chief 
trade was being seriously competed with 
by colonial imports, and it seems to me 
that it is a great deal to ask of a class of 
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people, who are altogether untravelled | 
and toa very considerable degree unread, 

that they should so enter into the mean- 

ing of Empire as to be prepared to view | 
with absolute cheerfulness and content | 
severe competition with their trade from | 
distant parts of the Empire. It is my | 
firm belief that when this scheme is | 
carried through in its entirety and_ 
succeeds, which | am assuming for the | 
purposes of this argument, having | 
accustomed the people of this country | 
to protection you will find them asking | 
to be protected against the colonies. | 
They will be inclined toask : “Why not ?” | 
They will say: “ Here are producers of | 
manufactured articles in the colonies 

who have for vears maintained duties | 
against similar manufactured articles at 
home.” A farmer may well ask: “If a 
maker of manufactured articles in 

Australia who taxes British goods of the 
same kind may be regarded as a high- 
souled Imperialist, why am I, who ask 
for a small duty on colonial corn, to be 
regarded as a Little Englander?” 


The noble Duke the Leader of the House 


was present the other day at a meeting | 


of the Iron and Steel Institute. In the 
course of his speech the noble Duke said, 
in a humorous vein, that he would be 
very glad to see the iron and steel in-' 
dustry here receive the same measure of 
protection which that industry had re- 
ceived in the United States. But he 
added that he knew it was hopeless, be- 
cause if he asked for protection all other 
interests would ask for protection as well. 
I would ask the noble Duke whether the 
converse is not true, that when he has 


protected the British farmer in all his | ~ 


different branches, and those who are 
competed with by importations of food- 
stuffs, will not his shareholders then turn 
round and demand some measure of pro- 
tection for the iron and steel industry ? 
If that is so, what will you have done? 


You will have altered the entire fiscal | 


system of this country from a free trade | 
system to a protective system. That | 
evidently would be a matter of regret 
even to those who follow the Colonial 
Secretary. The Colonial Secretary af- 
firms that he is no protectionist, and that 
he does not say for a moment whether a | 
protective system is right or wrong for 
this country. But one thing you will | 
have done. You will have removed your- | 
selves further from the possibility of a 
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real Zollverein, such as exists in America, 
than you are at the present moment. 
After all, the nominal object of all this 
is, as I understand, to draw us into closer 
union with the colonies, and if I am right 
in supposing that, in course of time, as- 
suming this scheme to run on the smooth- 
est of wheels, the effects will be such as 
I have described, it surely is an exceed- 
ingly strong argument against embarking 
on the scheme at all. I have tried to 
show that certain risks attach to the 
mere act of what is called inquiring into 
this subject, and I have indicated at least 
one danger which seems to me by no 
means an incredible one if the policy is 
carried through. But, as a matter of 
fact, what we are in for is really not an 
inquiry so much as a campaign, thanks 
to the Colonial Secretary, and to the 
Colonial Secretary alone. The noble 
Viscount, in his very eloquent peroration, 
expressed a hope that this matter might 
be discussed with as little fervour as 
possible, and, at any rate, with complete 
absence of anything like acrimony. Well, 


|I cannot honestly say that I think the 


part the Colonial Secretary has taken 
will tend to make that easier for anybody, 
and if in the course of the controversy 
severe things are said—and | quite agree 
with the noble Viscount that it would be 
very much better if this matter could be 
coolly discussed—it will be very largely 
due to the fact that this scheme has been 
introduced in a manner which I can only 
describe as involving a more wanton and 
reckless venture than any that has been 
plunged into by any statesman within 
the memory of noble Lords present. 


Lorp AVEBURY: My Lords, like 
the noble Viscount who introduced this 


debate, I have been much surprised to 
|see in the Press, and to hear in con- 


versation, doubts so often expressed as 
to the wisdom of our free trade policy, 
and lugubrious apprehensions as to the 
present position and future prospects of 


|our commerce and manufactures. No 
/doubt competition is very severe, and 


if we are to hold our own, we must 


/exert ourselves and throw away no 
|opportunity. We must, for instance, do 


more in the study of modern languages 
and technical education. While, how- 
ever, there is every reason for industry 
and exertion, there seems to me no 
ground for despondency, nor any 
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economic reason for changing the 
fiscal policy of the country. Our manu- 
facturers are sometimes criticised for a 
want of energy and adaptiveness, but at 
any rate foreign manufacturers do not 
venture, if they can help it, to compete 
with ours without claiming protection. 
Now what is the present position? How 
does our commerce stand? The total of 
our exports and imports last year was the 
largest volume of commerce ever 
transacted by either our own or any 
other country in the history of the 
world. The policy of free trade must, 
indeed, it seems to me, stand or fall 
by general considerations. The problem 
is extremely complex; allowances must 
be made for increase of population, for 
new processes, for improvements in the 
steam engine, economies in manulacture 
and transport, and the figures are liable 
to many considerations from other points 
of view. Still, the statistics are remark- 
able, and they seem to me conclusive. 
Let us, then, see how the facts really 
stand. There has been an enormous 
increase in our trade, and the expansion 
coincided remarkably with the adoption 
of our free trade policy. For the first 
fifty years of the last century our trade 
showed but slow progress. After free 
trade it went up by leaps and bounds. 
[n 1805 the value of our exports was, 
in round numbers, £40,000,000; in 


1850 it wasa little more than £60,000,000 | 
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I might well omit the United States, 
because the enormous tracts of virgin 
soil and the great immigration render 
any comparison quite misleading. Still, 
the increase in our total trade in the five 
years ending in 1900, the last for which 
we have complete figures, has rather 
exceeded that of the United States. In 
the case of the other great protective 
countries, the balance in our favour has 
been greater. In the five years the total 
trade of Russia rose about £12,000,000 ; 
that of France, £80,000,000; that of 
Germany, £150,000,000; that of the 
United Kingdom, £170,000,000! More- 
over, the figures are the more remarkable 
if we bear in mind the great falling off 
in prices. For some purposes the weight 
would be a better criterion of trade than 
the value. It is not indeed possible to 
obtain such figures with any accuracy. 
Mr. Williamson has, however, calculated 
out for the Chamber of Shipping the 
total weight represented by the exports 
and imports, and his results may, I 
think, be taken as being approximately 
correct. He estimates the total weight 
of our exports and imports as having 
been for 1880, 53,000,000 tons; 1890, 
75,000,000 tons ; 1900, 102,500,000 tons. 
So that they have practically doubled in 
twenty years. Take another test—the 
total tonnage, steam and sailing, entered 


/and cleared with cargoes or ballast, at 


—an increase of about £20,000,000 in fifty | 


years. 


In 1900 they were £280,000,000, | 


an increase in the next fifty years of no | 


less than £200,000,000. Moreover, if we 


take the figures every five or ten years,the | 
| France, £3 153.; Germany, £3 7s. 2d ; 


result comes out even more clearly. 
At the beginning of the century, as 
already mentioned, our exports were 
£40,000,000. The Corn Laws were 


were about £55,000,000. In 1850 they 


| then 


ports in the United Kingdom. In 1860: 
the tonnage was 59,000,000; in 1880, 
133,000,000 ; and in 1900, 209,009,000. 

Another test is to take the figures per 
head. The special exports for the last five 
years were: United Kingdom, £5 19s. 5d.; 


But 
the 


4d. 
Has 


18s. 
arises : 


Uniied States, £2 


the question 


‘trade been profitable? Here also the 
abolished in 1846, at which time they | . 


were about £60,000,000; in 1855, 
£89,000,000; in 1860, £130,000,000 ; | 
in 1,865, £144,000,000; in 1870, 


£1388,000,000 ; in 1880, £223,000,000 ; 
in 1,890, £263,000,000; and = in 
1900, £283,000,000, 
The great rise 
very closely the free trade 
But it is often said that other 
countries are making greater progress. 
Let us then compare our 


followed, therefore, 


Lord Avebury. 


policy. | 


own | 
figures with those of other countries. | ought to see our way very clearly before 


| years. 


figures seem conclusive. Six years ago, 
the assessment for Income Tax under 
Schedule D, that which comprises profits 
of trade, was £254,000,000, but last 
year it was £347,000,000, showing an 
increase of over £90,000,000 in six 
Or take the death duties, which 


Mr. Gladstone used to regard as perhaps 


the best criterion of prosperity. The 
value on which estate duty was paid 
was £219,000,000 ; in 1902 it was 
£276,000,000, showing an increase of 
over £57,000,000. Surely, then, we 
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we tamper with a policy which has been 
so splendidly successful. 


It has been said that a rise in the 
price of food might be met by a rise in 
wages. That may be, but if so a rise in 
wages would necessitate a rise in prices, 
and a rise in prces would, of course, 
seriously cripple our manufactures in the 
competition of the world. A difference 
has, I see, been drawn between raw 
materials and food. It is understood 
that the Government would not, under 
any circumstances, consent to tax 
raw materials. But, in the long run, 
a tax on food would hamper our 
manufactures in the same way as a tax 
on raw materials. The word Protection 
is misleading. The fact is tha a country 
can only protect one trade at the expense 
of the others. Germany, for instance, 
is held out to us as an example because 
she subsidises her shipping, gives bounties 
to sugar-growers, protection to farmers, 
to metals, to textile, and various other 
industries. But who pays? The un- 
fortunate German manufacturer finds 
the food of his family and workpeople 
raised by the protection of agriculture ; 
his children have to pay more for thei- 
sugar in consequence of the sugar 
bounties; his clothing, and that of those 
dependent on him, is dearer on account 


of the exclusion of foreign tissues; he 


has to pay more than he used for any 
manufactures or machinery he has to 
buy ; and he is taxed to promote canals 
and to subsidise steamship companies. 
Last, but not least, he has to fight in 
the Reichstag, or there is no knowing 
what additional burdens might be im- 
posed upon him. And, over and above 
all the other uncertainties of commerce, 
he never knows whether his own Govern- 
ment may not ruin him, either by 
subsidising some rival industry, or by 
depriving him of some special privilege. 

Our colonies have unfortunately 
adopted the policy of taxing the farmer 
and the grazier to bolster up manu- 
factories which can only be made to pay 
at the expense of the agricultural in- 
terest. They sacrifice a guinea to make 


£1. We often hear complaints that we | 
have only one-sided free trade, but free | 
trade is good for a country whether | 
other countries are wise enough to adopt | 


it or not. Protectionist nations, in en- 
deavouring to exclude foreign goods, tend 
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to exclude themselves from other markets. 
The favoured-nation clause is the real 
sheet anchor of our commerce. On that 
we must, and may fairly, insist both for 
ourselves and for our colonies. So far, 
however, is there any evidence that we 
are losing ground in other parts of the 
Empire? in India and the colonies | 
Not at all. In four years our imports 
into India have increased 10,000,000 
tens of rupees; those of the whole of 
the rest of the world 5,600,000. Into 
New Zealand and Australia our im- 
ports have increased £8,000.000, 
against £6,000,000. If we compare our 
increase in Australia and New Zealand 
with that of a single country, even 
Germany, we find £8,000,000 against a 
German increase of £1,000,000. In fifteen 
years, with our colonies as a whole, 
the increase has been for the United 
Kingdom, £15,000,000; for Germany, 
£6,000,000; for France, £1,009,000. 
In fact, our competition in colonial 
markets is not so much with foreign 
manufacturers as with colonial producers. 
As Sir A. Bateman says in his admirable 
Memorandum that the figures— 

“Do not show any displacement of the 
export trade of the United Kingdom in the 
period in question (fifteen years to 1900) by any 
one of our three principal competitors.” 

From a political point of view, how- 
ever, the desire for clo#r_ relations 
between difterent parts of the Empire is 
important and satisfactory. Canada has 
shown her friendly feeling to the mother 
country by granting our trade a prefer- 
ence, and we greatly appreciate this 
evidence of goodwill. Moreover, I am 
very pleased to see that Canada has 
herself benefited by the reduction. Our 
trade has increased £3,000,000 with 
Canada, and the result to Canada has 
been that her people have got an increased 
supply of cheap goods, her agriculture 
has benefited, farmers are flocking in 
from the United States and settling up 
the far west. If she would pursue the 
same policy further she would, i feel sure, 
inaugurate a period of immense progress 
and prosperity. Her farmers would save 
in the price of clothing, implements, 
machinery, and, in fact, in all the manu- 
factured articles they use, while they 
would get the same or even a better 
price for the produce of their land. A 
similar policy on the part of other 
colonies would be equally beneficial to 
them. But, unfortunately, the duties are 


2G 





867 The Fiscal Policy {LORDS} of the Country. 868 


in many cases still so high that even | our commerce with the colonies, and to 
with the reduction of 25 per cent. | strengthen the bonds which unite the 
they are almost prohibitive. Now,| various parts of the Empire But till 
if those on our goods are prohibitive, it| we know what the proposals are, we 
does not help our trade to make those | shall, I submit, be wise to suspend our 
on foreign countries still higher. Before| judgment. The difficulties are great 
we can judge we must know, not only | —they may be insuperable; but while 
the difference between the duties on our| the colonies may feel sure that we 
goods and those of foreign producers, | shall consider their suggestions in a 
but also that between the duties on our | friendly and sympathetic spirit, still as 
goods and those of colonial producers. men of business they cannot expect us 
to do anything which will cripple or 
endanger that magnificent commerce, 
on which the comfort and prosperity of 
our people so greatly depends. 





I regretted a statement attributed, 
I hope, and cannot but think, erroneously 
to Mr. Seddon that if we spurned | 
the offer from New Zealand, she would | 
make overtures to other countries. | 
We have, I need not say, spurned no| *THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
offer from New Zealand. We are not | FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
yet aware that any offer has been | LanspowNe): My Lords, whether your 
made, or, if so, what it is. But what| Lordships agree or disagree with the 
have we done with reference to New! speech in which the noble Viscount 
Zealand? We have admitted her pro-| behind me introduced this subject, I do 
duce free, while she has taxed ours— | not think I shall be contradicted when 
not merely for revenue purposes, but | I say that we, one and all, listened to it 
in order to keep out our goods. We! with feelings of sincere admiration. I 
have, in fact, done all we could to| doubt whether any speech which has 
encourage trade; until now  her| been recently delivered in this House has 
object has been to discourage it. If) more moved the audience which listened 
New Zealand will do as we have done,|to it. And, my Lords, as far as 
if she will take off protective duties| what I conceive to be the operative 
imposed against our manufacturers, | part of that speech is concerned, I 
they will not, I feel sure, ask for any | certainly do not desire to express dis- 
preference as against foreign producers. | agreement from him; because I under- 
Australia also has a tariff specially | stood him to suggest to your Lordships 
designed—not only for revenue, but to| that it was necessary that before we 
discourage trade. We should certainly | committed ourselves to any extensive 
welcome a disposition on the part of | departure from those free trade principles 
the colonies to lower the barriers they | which have so long prevailed in this 
have raised against trade, and to|country, we should, with the utmost 
encourage instead of discouraging com-| caution and with great fulness and 
merce with the mother country. It| impartiality, examine the subject with 
has been suggested that a tax should| which we were about to deal. The 
be put on foreign produce in all parts | noble Viscount asked that that examina- 
of the Empire whether with or with-|tion should be thorough, fearless, 
out a corresponding Excise duty has not | and impartial. He stipulated, above 
been stated, and that the proceeds) all things, that, so far as the Govern- 
should form an Imperial fund for the; ment Departments were concerned, 
defence of the Empire. Some such;the inquiry should be conducted 
fund is desirable, and, indeed, necessary,| without anything which could be 
if the Empire is worth maintaining, for! regarded as a Jead from any of His 
it is evident that one part of the Empire| Majesty’s Ministers. I am gladly able 
cannot permanently bear the whole} to give him that assurance, and I am 





burden of the Army and Navy. It| able to say with confidence that if we 
seems to me, however, impossible that | collect statistics or arguments it will be 
we can be expected to commit ourselves | with the desire which possesses him of 
to any vague resolutions. For my own | arriving at the truth and not with the 
part, I am prepared to examine any | desire of making good any particular 
proposals which would tend to develop | thesis or theory. 


Lord Avebury. 
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My Lords, the noble Lord who followed 
the noble Viscount objected, as I under- 
stood him, altogether to any inquiry as 
likely to lead to inconvenient results ; 
and he claimed, as an advocate of a 
similar view, the Colonial Secretary 
himself, who, he said, had propounded 
the plan without waiting for that investi- 
gation which some of us consider so 
necessary. He is mistaken in that view, 
because [ find that throughout the 
speeches which Mr. Chamberlain has 
delivered he has constantly suggested 
that this was a question for discussion 
and examination; in one of the latest 
of them he used these words— 

“« Everybody knows that a plan is absolutely 
es: until we know a great deal of 
matters into which we have still to inquire.” 

That is a position which I for one am 
entirely willing to accept. 

The noble Lord found fault with us be- 
cause some of us have made no secret of 
the fact that we approach this investiga- 
tion with widely divergent opinions as to 
the results which it is likely to produce. I 
do not suppose the noble Lord will com- 
plain of us for having in our minds 
different opinions on a subject so intri- 
cate. I gather that his complaint is 
rather that we have made it public to 
the country that those differences exist. 
Now, my Lords, I submit to your Lord- 
ships that we are not censurable for 
having allowed these divergencies of 
opinion to become apparent. We have 
not proposed any measure to the country. 
The noble Viscount spoke constantly of 
the plan and the scheme ; but, my Lords, 
that plan is not one to which any Mem- 
ber of His Majesty’s Government is 
irrevocally committed. It is a plan 
which has been put forward as a basis 
for discussion. 


Tue Eart or CREWE: The Colonial 
Secretary spoke continually of ‘his 
policy.” 


*TuEe Marqugss oF LANSDOWNE: 
His policy which he puts forward as a 
basis for free and open discussion—“ the 
discussion to which we invite the House 
and thecountry ’’—those are the Colonial 
Secretary's words—“ the suggestions 
which I put forward.” Well, my Lords, 
I shall not waste time in describing 
the magnitude of the questions which 
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we are invited to discuss. They are 
questions of a most momentous 
character. ‘They affect not only the 


finances of this country, not only our 
financial relations with the colonies, but 
our financial relations with the whole 
civilised world ; and if they affect our 
fiscal relations they affect our political 
relations also. And, my Lords, surely 
it is not necessary for me to say that we 
should never have launched this question 
upon the area of public discussion if 
there had not been circumstances which 
seemed to us to make inevitable that 
such a discussion should take place. Let 
me say one word with regard to one or 
two of those circumstances. In the first 
place, your Lordships will recollect that 
in 1897, and at the beginning of last 
year, there took place in this country 
those important conferences at which 
the representatives of the great colonies 
were present. Now, both in 1897 and 
last year this question of colonial 
preference was put in the very forefront 
of the schemes which were before the 
conferences for discussion. Let me read 
to your Lordships the resolutions of the 
conference of last year :— 

“That this conference recognises that the 
principle of preferential trade between the 
United Kingdom and His Majesty’s dominions 
beyond the seas would stimulate and facilitate 
mutual commercial intercourse, and would, 
by promoting the development of the resources 
and industries of the several parts, strengthen 
the Empire.” 

“That with a view, however, of promoting 
the increase of trade within the Empire it is 
desirable that those colonies which have not 
already adopted such a policy should, as far as 
their circumstances permit, give substantial 
preferential treatment to the products and 
manufactures of the United Kingdom.” 

Then there proceeded from each colony 
a statement of the extent of the preference 
which might be expected. Do not suppose, 
my Lords, that these discussions at the 
Colonial Conference can be treated as 
discussions at some unimportant debating 
society. These distinguished colonial 


| statesmen; came here for the purpose of 


doing business ; and it is impossible for us, 
having those Resolutions before us, lightly 
to brush them on one side, and to refuse 
to examine the conclusions to which they 
point. 

In the case of one colony in particu- 
lar—Canada—the question has assumed 
a particularly urgent character. Your 
Lordships may remember that in 1897 
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the Canadian Government offered a pre- | to understand, first, that Canada is liable 
ferential tariff to any country which | to find herself subject to further differ- 
would admit colonial imports on certain | ential treatment by the German Govern- 
terms fulfilling certain conditions of | ment, and not only that, but that if, as 


reciprocity. That offer was 
larly designed to give advantage to 
the commerce of this country ; but 
there was an obstacle in the way of our 
accepting the Canadian offer, for this 
reason, that the commercial treaty of 
1865, which was then in force, bound the 
colonies to admit imports from other 
countries upon terms not less advan- 


tageous than those offered to the 
imports of the mother country. The 
Canadian Government desired to be 


relieved from that obligation, and accord- 
ingly the then Government, of which the 
noble Viscount was a member, denounced 
the commercial treaty of 1865, and it 
expired in July, 1898. That obstacle 
having been got out of the way, the 
Canadian Government proceeded to_ offer 
to this country alone a_ preferential 
tariff, giving to British imports an ad- 
vantage of 33} per cent., and that offer 
was, I need not say, accepted. I should 
say that to the imports of other countries 
the Canadian Government continued the 
former tariff arrangements, all foreign 
imports being admitted on a single and 
impartial tariff. 


Now observe what happened. The com- 


| Governments. 


particu- | probably would be the case, other British 


colonies should follow the example of 
Canada and give a preference to British 
imports, then this country, the mother 
country, in spite of the fact that we 
open our ports widely to German im- 
ports—this country will probably not 
be allowed to continue in the receipt of 
the most-favoured-nation terms. This 
intimation seems to us to create a very 
serious situation. 


ViscounT GOSCHEN : Will my noble 
friend be able to lay despatches on the 
Table with reference to this matter ? 


*THE MARQuEsSs OF LANSDOWNE : 
Papers were laid at the time when the 
treaty was denounced, and [| shall pro- 
bably be able to lay further Papers, but 
1 cannot give an undertaking as 
to Papers .r-elating to matters _ still 
under discussion between the two 
Well, my Lords, that is 


the situation with which we are face to 


mercial treaty of 1865 having been got | 


rid of, negotiations commenced between 
this country and Germany for a new 
commercial treaty, and an arrangement was 
eventually authorised by the German 
Federal Council giving to this country and 
to the British colonies the most-favoured- 
nation treatment, Canada alone being 
excepted from such terms. As was to be 
expected, the Canadian Government pro- 
tested against this, and we supported that 
protest by the best arguments we could 
produce. We pointed out that no 
privileges were taken away from Ger 


many, and that her imports into Canada | 
|invite them to take back the preference 


Temained on the same footing a: the 
imports of all : ther foreign Powers ; but 
our protests did not prevail; and the 
result was that after waiting five years 
—that is to say, in the spring of the 
present year—the Canadian Government 
placed a surtax on imports from Germany. 
That surtax has led to a considerable 
amount of discussion and to correspon- 
dence which is stil! in progress; the 
course of which we have been given 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


face. A British colony has been made 
to suffer for the preference given to the 
mother country and the mother country 
has had it intimated to her, and not 
obscurely, that she will be denied the 
most-fav:ured-nation treatment if other 
British colonies do the same thing. I 
am anxious for the House to understand 
that we do not for a moment dispute the 
right of Germany to resort to measures 
of this kind; but what are we to do? 
Are we to tell the Canadian Govern 
ment frankly that we are unable to help 
them? Are we to tell the Canadian 
Government that they have got into 


trouble owing to their desire to deal liber- 


ally with our commerce, and therefore we 


they gave us in 1898? Neither of these 
courses would be a course which anv 
Colonial Minister would find it very 
agreeable to take; and surely we are 
not unreasonable when, in view of the 
situation I have endeavoured to describe. 
we propose that the whole of this question 
of the possibility of making special 
arrangements for national trade as 
between the mother country and the 
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colonies—that the whole of that im- 
portant question should be thoroughly 


considered de novo. If we had refused | 
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The absurdity of the system in respect of the 
| home market was very well shown iast ear 
| during the period of the so-called ‘coal famine,’ 
when the price of pit coal in Germany rose to 


to give that amount of consideration | 18:50 marks the ton, while it was being at the 


to the requirements of the colonies, I | 


same moment exported to Austria at 8°80 
marks a ton. This system of throwing on the 


think we should have displayed to the market goods at a price below the market price 


world an amount of indifference to 
Canadian interests and to Canadian 
sentiment which I do not believe is felt 
by any Member of this House. 


So much as to the colonial case. 
But there is another matter which 
greatly affects the issue before us. The 
form which protection takes has 
sensibly altered during recent years. 
Foreign countries no longer restrict their 
activity to the protection of their own 
market. They give a kind of protection 
which assumes an offensive shape, and 
which leads to the invasion of the 
markets of other countries by the highly 
protected produce of the countries to 
which I have referred. Sheltered by 
constantly increasing tariffs, there 
have grown up in several parts of 
Europe huge trade combinations or 
trusts, which not only monopolise the 
home market of their own country, but 
which lead to the production of vast 
quantities of goods which the home 
market is unable to absorb, and which 
are sold at very low rates, in some 
cases below the cost price, in the markets 
of other countries. These transactions 
are only rendered possible by large 
bounties. given sometimes by the Govern- 
ment itself, sometimes by trading 
associations; but whether by associa- 
tions or by the Government it does not 
matter, so far as the result is concerned. 
No industry can stand up against com- | 
petition carried on in these conditions. 
Let me read a short extract from a work 
lately published by a _ well known 
Continental writer on 


Raffalovich— 
‘**Such action in regard to exportation is 
becoming more and more frequent. In 


Germany, for example, it is practised in every 
branch of the export trade. The ems, 
details show to what extent has been develope 

in that country the system of lowering the 
price of goods tor export in order to keep up 
the price on the home market. The syndicate 
of rail manufacturers sells rails in Germany at 
115 marks the ton and at 85 marks abroad ; | 
sheet iron is sold at 125 marks a ton in the 

home market, and at 100 marks a ton on the 

foreign market; the union of nail manu- | 
facturers sells its products at 250 marks a ton | 
in Germany and at 140 marks a ton abroad. | 


is evidently extremely troublesome and ruinous 
to the countries into which the goods are 
imported, for it seriously disturbs the national 
industry. From this point of view the 
activity displayed by the syndicates cau 
be justly con-idered and branded ax 
unfair competition. The danger of such pro- 
ceedings, which it is impossible to hinder, has 
increased since syndicates in various countries 
have begun to make agreements among them- 
selves; there are pow in existence several 
score of such syndicates. ... It seems to us 
that it would be particularly fitting hat the 
question of this fatal activity suould Lb: 
examined from the international point of 
view, precisely at this moment wher the 
period for the expiration of commercial treaties 
is approaching, and when we are face to face 
with the very serious question of their re 
newal.,” 

I know, my Lords, we are soinetimes 
told that these huge importations of 
cheap commodities are blessings in 
disguise, and that we ought to be 
grateful for them. I do not profess to 
be an authority on fiscal matters, but 
I am bound to express, as a layman, 
iny belief that a moderate trade carried 
on on a sound basis is in the end a 
much more profitable trade than one at 
one moment artificially inflated and the 
next contracted by this artificial inter- 
ference. 

This question has often been discussed. 
I happened the other day to come upon 
a very eloquent description of the objec- 
tions which may be raised to thes* 
imports of cheap bounty-fed goods by 
one who was a high authority upon 
political economy, and who was one of 
the most staunch free traders whom I[ 
ever came ucross—I mean the late Sir 


trusts, Dr. Louis Mallet. The argument was used that 


if we made difficulties in accepting these 
cheap bounty fed goods we might just 
as well refuse to accept them in the 
imaginary case where somebody might 
offer them to us as a present for nothing 


jat all. This is how Sir Louis Mallet 


dealt with the argument. He said— 


‘J will make another equally legitimate 
hypothesis—namely, that every country with 
which we trade made a present of the whole of 
their exports to us for a series of years. Juicy 
beefsteaks twice a day, doubtless, as your 
correspondent suggests, wheat, sugar, and other 
excellent things gratis, and a very pleasant 
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time generally for the consumer while it lasted. | 
But how long would it last? And what then? | 
And what should we find at the end? The | 
industries of all countries dislocated, an | 
immense destruction of fixed capital, our | 
customers ruined, and, by the great stimulus 
to consumption with no corresponding produc- 
tion, the British consumer demoralised and | 
pauperised—a state of things from which we | 
should only recover by awaking gradually and 
painfully to a recognition of the truth that the 
only foundation of a healthy and permanent 
trade is mutually profitable exchange, and not 
the giving and receiving of alms.” 
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Those seem to me to be wise words. One | 
result of the continued admission of the | 
products of these syndicates and trade 
combinations, which are becoming more | 
numerous and audacious with every year 
that passes, may be that the foreigner 
will begin by getting possession of the | 
market, will crush out our industries, | 
and when he has succeeded in crushing 
them out will then raise the price to his 
own profit. 


Now, in the case of one commodity, we | 
have already taken a very important. 
step, and, I think, a step in advance—I 
mean in the case of sugar. Your Lord 
ships will recollect the West Indian 
Com mission, and the Report which that 
Com mission gave of the effect that 
bounties have had upon the West Indian 
sugar trade, and next upon the sugar 
industry in this country. 
of the inquiry of that Commission we 
took part in the Brussels Conference of 
jast year; and although we had taken 
part in more than one similar conference 
or convention, we took part in this 
conference for the first time upon the 
understanding that our delegates were 
to be free to consent to the adoption 
of penal measures against sugar imported 
into this country under unfair con- 
ditions of production. Well, that 
was a long step in advance. Your 
lordships will be asked before the 
end of the session to deal with a Bill as | 
the result of our participation in the) 
Brussels Conference. But sugar is not | 
a solitary case of this kind of illegitimate 
competition; these combinations have , 
extended to coal, to the manufacture of 
all sorts of iron goods, to spirits, 
chemicals, paper, and to a number of 
other industries besides. These com- | 
binations are the outcome of entirel 
modern developments, 
which I do not think were dreamt of | 
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which might 
_purpose of enabling us to meet the 
‘tremendous strain to which the com- 


difficulty of framing a fiscal 


As the result | 


|this country 


|are no longer competing 
f reigner as successfully as we were wont 
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by those at whose feet we sat many 
years ago when we first studied these 
subjects. 1 do not think with those 
developments confronting us that we 
can afford to remain intrenched in the 
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old positions, and to refuse to consider 


measures which might be necessary, 
be effectual, for the 


merce of our country is thus exposed. 


Having said that, I desire to admit 
fully that the burden of proof is with 
those who desire to alter our fiscal 
system in order to deal with these evils. 
| admit, for example, the immense 
system 
which might be applicable to the 
varying requirements of the whole of 
our colonies; I admit, as the noble 
Lord on the back bench contended just 
now, that this country has greatly 
prospered under free trade; and I 
admit that, by adhering to free trade, 
we have been able to avoid, as a Govern- 
ment, dealing with a number of ex- 
tremely difficult problems concerning 
the interests of competing industries in 
this country, and concerning the possibly 
conflicting interests of the different 
colonies, problems which any Govern- 
ment is fortunate if it can leave 
to be dealt with locally instead of 
dealing with them themselves. All 
that I frankly admit. But | do think 
that the time has come when we must 
consider what kind of free trade it is that 
enjoys at the present 
moment, It is true that we are enjoy- 
ing free trade in the sense of unrestricted 
imports. But free trade, in my humble 
judgment, means a good deal more than 
that; and, although I do not for a 


/moment dispute the account given by 


noble Lordsto-night of the prosperous con- 


| dition of the country, I do hear, occasion- 


ally, murmurs which indicate some mis- 
giving as to the future, a feeling of un- 
easiness that other countries are making 
more rapid progress than we are, and 
that, in some markets at any rate, we 
with the 


formerly. But, be that as it may, I do 
| not think we should discuss these ques- 


developmente | tions upon the asumption that com- 


mercial prosperity is the all in all of the 
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matter. I hear it said that the Empire 
is founded upon trade ; soit is, I dare- 
say. But, supposing that we do find our- 
selves face to face {with a position in 
which, unless we are able to discover 
some means of drawing the colonies 
closer to ourselves, we should find them 
gradually drifting further and further 
away from us, is not that a contingency 
which it is worth making some sacri- 
fice to avoid? 

I for one should not be deterred from 
examining these questions with an open 
mind, because I am told that the result 
of any changes which may be made may 
affect by a few thousand pounds the 
volume of our national trade. What we 
have to consider, it seems to me, is what 
is the sacrifice that we are asked to 
make ; is it a sacrifice we can bear, and 
what are we going to get in return for 
the sacrifice! All those are matters 
which we cannot ascertain without full 
and careful investigation. It seems to me 
at any rate that these two problems emerge 
and require our attention. Can we or 
can we not dosomething to bring about a 
closer fiscal unity between ourselves and 
the colonies, and can we or can we not 
do something to protect the commerce of 
this country against the kind of illegiti- 
mate competition which I have described ? 
It may be that we shall find it possible to 
work upon only one of these lines, and 
not upon both ; it may be that we shall 
not be able to do much; but I do 
protest altogether against being invited 
to say without further examination that 
we are able todo nothing at all. If I 
spoke my own mind to the House, I 
should be inclined to say that we might, 
at all events in so far as the colonies are 
eoncerned, look forward to the careful 
scrutiny of our commercial treaties with 
the object if possible of finding some 
means of adapting them to the require- 
ments of those colonies. And with 
regard to the question of retaliation, I 
cannot help hoping that just as we have 
hardened our hearts in the case of sugar, 
and have committed ourselves to steps 
for the purpose of preventing the invasion 
of this country by bounty-fed sugar, so 
we may find it possible to deal in a 
similar spirit with similar aggressions in 
respect of other kinds of industries and 
manufactures. I am strengthened in 
that belief because I have certainly during 
the last year or two detected signs that 
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other countries are by no means unpre- 
pared to discuss questions of this kind 
with us in a reasonable spirit. 

To my mind the present position, in 
which we are absolutely helpless, 
absolutely unable to defend ourselves, 
is almost intolerable. To me we seem to 
be in the position of a man who in some 
lawless country enters unarmed a room in 
which every one else carries a revolver 
in his pocket ; the man without a revolver 
is not likely to be very considerately 
treated. If we take the opportunity of 
supplying ourselves with a revolver, and 
let it be seen by everybody that we have 
got one, and that it is a rather larger 
revolver than everybody else’s, my own 
impression is that we shall find ourselves 
carefully let alone. I say, if I may 
pursue the analogy, that our revolver will 
be a much larger one than everybody 
else’s, because our market is a much 
larger market than anybody else’s, and 
the threat of closing any part of that 
market to foreign commodities is a threat 
which no foreign Power can afford to 
treat lightly. In that case it is perfectly 
conceivable that it would not be 
necessary for us to resort to actual 
measures of retaliation, and we should be 
able to comfort ourselves with the 
reflection that we had won a victory for 
free trade by the use of weapons stolen 
from the arsenal of our antagonists. 

J, at any rate, think it is our duty to 
regard in a tolerant spirit and with an 
open mind the proposals for dealing with 
these important questions. I, at any 
rate, can see nothing ignominious in the 
admission that such questions are 
capable of being dealt with in a great 
variety of detail; and I fail to see that 
there is anything unconstitutional or 
irregular or disrespectful to Parliament 
or tothe public in asking that these 
questions should be thrown down for 
free and open discussion. We are, 1 am 
happy to say, to this extent, I think, 
agreed—that investigation is necessary. 
The noble Viscount, Lord Goschen, 
asked for it. Lord Rosebery, who is no 
longer in the House, and who delivered 
an eloquent speech on the subject last 
week, asked for investigation. The 
Colonial Secretary asks for investiga- 
tion. The Prime Minister has expressed 
his desire for it. ° Well, my Lords, is it 
not our duty to enter into that investi- 
gation with an open mind and jin the 
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calmest and most even spirit possible ? 
Lord Rosebery told his audience that 
the inquiry which he desired ought, in 
his opinion, to be a secret inquiry, and 
that it should be conducted with 
calmness. A secret inquiry, in a case 
of this kind, seems to me to be absolutely 
out of the question. I do not think 
that you can consult your own great 
Departments or chambers of commerce, 
still less can I! bring myself to 
believe that you can consult your 
colonies. without the fact being known. 
And I do think that, if you could 
conduct your inquiry in secret, and that 
you were able suddenly to produce the 
result before the public had had time to 
consider the matter, your proposals 
would probably stand a very poor chance 
of tavourable consideration. As to the 
calmness of the inquiry, I can see no 
reason whatever why it should not be 
conducted in the calmest and most 
judicial spirit, and it is in sucha calm 
and judicial spirit that it will I am sure 
be considered in your Lordships’ House. 


*THE Marquess oF RIPON: My 
Lords, 1 had hoped, when my noble friend 
rose to address the House, that we might 
have found that he was ranged upon the 
side of the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
I am sorry to find that this is not the 
case, and that he is deeply imbued with 


all the heresies, as I think them, of fair | 


trade. The noble Marquess chiefly 
dwelt, as was no doubt natural on the 
part of the Foreign Secretary, upon the 
question of retaliation. He had but 
little to say in regard to the question of 


colonial preferences, although that appears | 


to me to be in many respects the most 
important portion of the question. I 
will for a few moments deal with the 
latter part of the noble Marquess’s speech 
in regard to his proposals with reference 
to retaliation. Those proposals are not 
new. The noble Marquess spoke as if 
the state of things which exists at the 
present time had arisen just now. 
lieve that that is an entirely erroneous 
view of the case, and that at all events 
it is not the view that has been taken by 
those who for the last twenty or thirty 
years have advocated the principles of fair 
trade. My noble friend the noble Duke 
opposite knows something about the 
principles of fair trade. If I am not 
mistaken, he, upon a memorable occasion, 
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| annihilated and destroyed the principles of 
| fair trade during one of his elections, and 
/I hope we shall find he still adheres to 
| the principles which then led him to an 
'oratorical triumph. What is the point of 
'the speech of the noble Marquess in re- 
| gard to this part of the question? It is 
this, that there has grown up in foreign 
countries of late vears a system of 
bounties which are found to be injurious 
to the trade and interests of this country. 
Well, my Lords, one of the first re- 
|suits of those bounties is that they 
send the goods of foreign countries, and 
to a great extent raw material, more 
cheaply to this country than would other- 
wise be the case. That we know is so in 
regard to sugar. When the Sugar Bill 
reaches this House, if it does reach it, we 
shall then have an opportunity of dis- 
cussing that question very fully ; but the 
sugar bounties are bounties mainly given 
by foreign Governments themselves. The 
bounties to which the noble Marquess 
has alluded are bounties given by great 
‘trade combinations. The two things 
rest upon a different basis. I confess 
that I believe those bounties do not pro- 
duce mischief to our trade, but render 
the articles to which they are applied 
cheaper to us. They produce evil only 
to their own country. 

The noble Marquess says that those 
bounties may be very well now, but that 
when they have led to the result that we 
have been driven out of all the markets 
of the world, they will be withdrawn 
and the prices of foreign goods will be 
raised against us. I should like to know 
whether the noble Marquess will give us 
any information as to the present volume 

of our trade. Has it decreased? Does it 
show signs of decay? Ido not myself 
believe that it does. One of the first 
objects of your inquiry, when you have 
instituted it, must be to find out what is 
the actual position of our trade at the 
present time, and how it stands in com- 
| parison with our trade in the past. That 
'it is of enormous volume, that it is the 
greatest trade in the world, no one will 


‘dispute. It has been growing for the 
‘last fifty years under the fostering 
‘influence of free trade, and you 
inow tell us at the end of those 


| fifty years that it is in such a condi- 
tion that it is threatened with decay. 
But what we have a right to ask 


| is that you should prove your allegation, 
and that you should not make it merely 
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upon unsupported evidence. It seems 
to me, I confess, that this investigation 
which the noble Marquess says he would 
like undertaken, I suppose 
Majesty's Government, ought to have 
been undertaken before the announce- 
ment was made by the Colonial Secretary. 
The noble Marquess has not told us how 
he is going to conduct his investigation. 
I; it to be by Royal Commission? I 
think he did not like the idea of an 
inquiry by Parliament. Is it, then, to 
be an inquiry by the Government con- 
ducted through the channels of Govern- 
ment Departments? If so, it is an 
inquiry of a kind that has often been 
made before, in order that the Govern- 
ment of the day might decide their 
policy; and such an investigation I 
venture to submit, in accordance with 
common sense and with precedent, 
ought to have been conducted thoroughly 
and completely by His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment before any member of the Govern- 
ment gave expression to opinions of the 
nature of those with which the Colonial 
Secretary has recently startled the world. 


The noble Marquess, to my infinite 
astonishment, says that Mr. Chamberlain 
has no plan. Why, we have had the 
plan in the fullest details. It is a plan 
to make food dear; it is a plan toreturn 
to protection by a process of retaliation ; 
it is a plan of which everybody under- 
stands the meaning, and of whicl I 
venture to believe the majority in this 
country dreads the result. How can 
the noble Marquess argue that Mr. 
Chamberlain has no plan? I am sure 
Mr. Chamberlain would not say so 
himself. He spoke of “his policy.” 
What is his policy but his plan, and his 
plan is of a nature so remarkable, so 
utterly inconsistent with the fiscal 
principles which have been followed 
in this country for the last fifty 
years and which has given us half 
a century of great industrial and com- 
mercial prosperity, that it does naturally 
startle all those who have heard it, and 
they have a right to say that it ought 
not to have been promulgated by a 
Minister of the Crown without a general 
coneurrence of his colleagues. We know 


that the Chancellor of the Exchequer | 


absolutely dissents from this plan, that he 
will have nothing to do with it, and 
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policy of the country. ‘There have, | 
| know, been cases in which Ministers 
| have differed in the same Cabinet upon 
‘minor questions, and in some cases they 
have differed upon questions of great 
' magnitude ; but this is, ofall questions, 
the oneupon which Ministers of the Crown 
ought to make up their minds and to 
speak with united voice, because it goes 
to the very root of our commercial and 
industrial prosperity. This question is 
one which touches every man who is 
engaged in trade or in commerce, and it 
is impossible to conceive how a Govern- 
ment can be constitutionally carried on 
with such deep differences dividing its 
members. Of course, the Cabinet may 
differ and keep their differences to them- 
selves for a time, but here you have 
declared views upon a question which to 
a commercial country like ours is one of 
the most vital importance. 

The public journals tell us that the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies is not 
going to speak any more on this subject 
in Parliament. They also tell us that 
he is not to go about the country mak- 
ing speeches until the prorogation. But 
is he then to go about the country mak- 
ing speeches? Is this investigation, of 
which we hear so much and upon which 
so much depends, to be condu ted 
by speeches from a master of the art 
of speaking on the one hand defending 
his policy, and by speeches by the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer the next day 
condemning and criticising it? That 
is a state of things which cannot go on, 
which cannot be allowed to continue. The 
danger of prolonging this state of un- 
certainty is very great indeed. This 
question affects industry and commerce, 
and affects them in every respect, and the 
more these disputes are carried on in the 
face of the country, the more they will 
unsettle your trade and hamper your 
industries. Are you going to tie up this 
question for two or three years after you 
have discussed it in this way, and then 
hand it over to a General Election. What 
will your colonies say? The discussion 
of this question under the terms in which 
that discussion will take place will be sure 
to lead to great dissatisfaction in the 
colonies. This is a question on which 
men are divided. There are the strongest 
opinions on the one side, and there seem 
to be the strongest opinions on the other 


that he adheres to the established fiscal side. Is this question to be thrown before 
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the public for discussion for two or three 
years in the face of your colonies, who 
ask you to take a particular course? I[ 
can conceive no mode of proceeding more 
calculated to injure British trade itself, 
and to injure our relations with the 
colonies than that which it appears His 
Majesty’s Government contemplate pur- 
suing. 

What is it that the Colonial Secretary 
does propose in regard to the colonial part 
of the question? Itisthis. He proposes 
to place a tax, and it must be a considerable 
tax, or it will not have the eftect he 
desires, upon the food of the people. He 
does not at present contemplate a tax on 
raw material. But if you are to deal 
with your colonies in this matter upon a 
footing of equality, if you are to benefit 
the corn of Canada by a tax on foreign 
corn, you must benefit the wool of 
Australia by a tax on foreign wool ; and 
that to me, living as I do in a woollen 
country, is a matter of serious importance 
indeed. Upon ali the bases upon which 
it is desirable to rest the unity of this 
Empire, the worst is a tax on the food 
of the people. There is no basis so 
dangerous, nothing so likely to produce 
serious difficulty with the colonies—aye, 
and possibly to threaten disruption—as 
the placing of the interests of the great 
mass of the people in contradiction to the 
supposed interests of the colonies. If the 
proposals of the Colonial Secretary were 
to be accepted—as I earnestly trust they 
will not be accepted—by the people, and 
by the Parliament of this country, in a 
short time they would begin to tell. 


Dear bread and dear meat would tell 
their own story, and the great mass 


of the people of this country, suffering in 
their food, would undoubtedly turn round 
and raise a great cry against the policy 
which had inflicted evils of that kind 
upon them. The noble Viscount, Lord 
Goschen, pointed to that, and said— 

‘* But you will not be able to alter it. You 
will be bound by agreements or treaties with 
your colonies, and, however evil the system 
mImay turn ovt to be, you will not be able to 
change it.” 

If that is absolutely so, then the result 
is that the people of the United Kingdom 
will have lost the control of their own 
taxation—they will not be able to deal 
with the taxation of their own country in 
the mode in which they think best. But 
there is a greater danger even than that, 
and it is that in a matter so vital to the 
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interests of the very poorest, the time may 
come when they will not be restrained by 
those considerations to which the noble 
Viscount alluded, and when they will 
desire to tear your treaties to pieces, 
and, if the colonies will not agree to it, 
will proceed without listening to their 
views. That is the most threatening 
position in which we could possibly 
be placed so far as the unity of our 
Empire is concerned. And yet that is a 
position to which we may easily be 
brought if we take a wrong step in this 
matter. The noble Viscount said that if 
you take a wrong step you cannot with- 
draw it, but it must further be considered 
that you may be forced, in these demo- 
cratic times, to withdraw it, and that if you 


do withdraw it you run the great- 
est risk of the disruption of the 
Empire. I have always felt, in the 


course of these discussions, that it was 
very unfortunate that the term “ Zoll- 
verein ” was applied to Mr. Chamberlain’s 
proposals for preferential arrangements 
with the colonies. Preferential arrange- 
ments have nothing whatever to do with 
the real idea of a Zollverein. A Zollverein 
such as existed in Germany, whence comes 
the name, was an agreement of, States 
among themselves by which there were 
no internal taxes, and by which equal and 
common taxes were placed upon the 
frontiers of all the States, the results 
being divided equitably. That may be 
the dream of the future. There is 
nothing inconsistent with sound principles 
in the adoption, if it be possible, of a 
Zollverein of that kind within the British 
Empire. But that is not the proposal we 
have before us. 

What we have before us now has really 
nothing to do with a Zollverein. It is a pro- 
posal to make special preferential arrange- 
ments with our colonies, and the arrange- 
ments cannot be made except in regard to 
food and raw materials. There is nothing 
else that they send us largely, and it is 
upon those two matters, the very last 
matters which ought to be made ques- 
tions of taxation, that your preferential 
arrangements must necessarily and inevit- 
ably be made. There is really nothing 
new in these proposals. They are the old 
proposals of the Fair Trade League. 
They have been before the public now for 
a great many years, and it was not sup- 
posed that they were likely to receive any 
/support from a responsible Minister in 
‘this country. However, it seems that 
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they are to be furbished up again, and, 
with the help of Sir Howard Vincent 
and others, the Colonial Secretary is to 
go through the country advocating the 
adoption of the arrangement. They have 
been shown to be threatening in the 
highest degree to our trade and commerce, 
because they will not only affect the 
industries connected with food and raw 
material, but will ultimately affect 
every single industry in the country, 
for, if you cut off your imports from 
abroad you diminish your exports, 
and hamper and disorganise your trade. 
Therefore I sincerely hope that this 
House and the country will not commit 
themselves in any way to these proposals. 
We are told that they are to be matter 
for inquiry, and that that inquiry is to 
be fair, but we are not told when and 
how it is to be made. We are left 
in a_ position of having one of 
the most powerful members of the 
Cabinet committed to proposals of a 
most definite and clear kind. It is 
impossible to deny that the proposals 


laid downin Mr. Chamberlain’s speeches | 


have been definite and clear. It 


difficult for Mr. Chamberlain to speak | 


without speaking clearly. He has spoken 
out without any doubt with regard to 
the proposals that he wishes to submit 
to the country, and anybody who has 
watched the course of that astute states- 
man will know very well that he will! 
not give up that which he has once 


proposed, and will pursue his object to | 


the end, in the hope, I suppose that he 
may catch some vote which will enable 
him to make this desperate experiment. 
I hope that day may not come ; for I am 


confident, and I repeat it, that no scheme | 


could have been devised more essentially 


dangerous to the maintenance of our | 


union with the colonies than a scheme 
which by taxing the food of our people, 
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because it is needless to say that Ireland, 
which is entirely a food producing 
country, would benefit greatly from pro- 
tection. The political effect of this 
matter interests us very much in Ireland. 
Irishmen, as you are aware, are very 
fond of politics, and it seems to me, 
looking at the question from the political 
aspect, that the Radical Party have been 
provided with a new platform and with 
a policy. That policy is to try and make 
| out as far as possible that there is division 
| in the Party to which I have the honour 
to belong. The noble Viscount, who was 
himself a great Chancellor of the Ex- 
| chequer, and whose speech we listened to 
'to-night with the greatest admiration, 
| stated that he hoped the Government 
| would deal with this matter with trank- 
/ness and distinctness. I must say that 
‘after listening to the noble Marquess, 
|who spoke from the Government 
| Benches, I did not gather that there was 
quite that distinctness which I should 
like to have heard on this matter. The 


noble Marquess stated that he was willing 





| 
} 


| to collect statistics and go into arguments. 

'1 would much rather have heard the 
noble Marquess say What the Secretary of 
| State for the Colonies said—that this was 
|a matter for conference with the colo- 
|nies. I had the honour of listening to 
|the Colonial Secretary's speech, and I 
must say that, far from having it im- 
pressed on my mind that any new policy 
| was heing promulgated with regard to 


‘these duties, I left our gallery in the 
House of Commons with this feeling in 
my mind, that the whole matter was one 
for conference, for argument, and for 
research. As I have said, any question 
of protection must have great interest 
for Ireland, which has suffered more 
than any part of the country from the 
policy of free trade. That nobody will 
deny. The Secretary of State for the 





and, as | believe, the raw material of | 
our manufacturers, will inevitably raise | : he ale 
questions between the mother country | one of the Nationalist Members, drew 


and the colonies fraught with the greatest | attention to the fact that Irish 
danger | Members were always complaining that 
ger. 


‘free trade had ruined their country. 
From that you might infer that I should at 
*THeE EarL or MAYO : My Lords, I | once announce myself a violent protection- 
hope I may be permitted to address a | ist, but I must remember this, that pro- 
few words to your Lordships on this | tection, if adopted in a very drastic 
subject. I suppose no country in the| measure, would affect us in Ireland as 
world is so interested as Ireland when | well as the working men of this country. 
the question of protection is mentioned, | To show how a little straw indicates in 


Colonies, when he was interrupted by 
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which way the wind blows, you will re- 
member that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer last year, when imposing the tax 
on corn, was urged by the Members from 
the country to which I belong to exempt 
Indian meal, which is largely eaten and | 
used by the poor in the poorest districts 
of Ireland when the potato crop fails. 
Therefore we have the curious anomaly 
that protection would no doubt send up 
the price of beef and of other food that 
we produce in Ireland, and yet you have 
the Irish Members, when there is a little 
tax put on corn, urging that the tax on 
Indian meal should be taken off. For 
that reason I agree that the matter is 
one that should be duly inquired into, 
and not only inquired into by means of 
statistics and arguments, but by a con- 
ference with the colonies. 


I should like to draw attention to 
one or two remarks that fell from the 
noble Marquess, Lord Ripon. He said 
that the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies had a plan. I heard the 
right hon. Gentleman’s speech and would 
remind the noble Marquess that Mr. , 
Chamberlain denied having any plan 
whatever. He said it was a matter for 
argument, and he added that he pro- 
posed to place the whole matter before 
the country. The noble Marquess also 
said at the end of his speech that the 
Government would take a very wrong 
step if their policy resulted in dear food 
and dear bread. I do not imagine that 
anybody is going to take any step at all 
without those inquiries that are absolutely 
necessary, and therefore I hope that the 
Government will go even further than 
giving us statistics and adducing argu- 
ments, because we might go on arguing 
for ever. What we want is some definite 
conferenceon the subject with the colonies, 
as foreshadowed by the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies, and then we shall know 
where we are in the matter. My Lords, 
I have just come out of a conference 
which has not been without result, and I 
should like to see this great subject taken 
in hand by an Imperial conference. We 
in Ireland feel very interested in this 
question of protection, and therefore I 
hope that the subject will be properly 
gone into by a conference, not only 
with the colonies, but with men who 
are well versed in all these affairs. 


The Earl of Muyo. 


{LORDS} 


of the Country. 8&8 


*Lorp BRASSEY: My Lords, before 
going to the root of the matter under 


discussion, I desire to say that it is with 


sincere regret that I find myself not in 


‘accord with the able Minister under 


whom for five years I had the honour 
to serve. Mr. Chamberlain, in his 
recent speeches, has not attempted to 
formulate a plan. In general terms |.e 


_ has suggested a scheme for closer Im- 


perial consolidation by more active and 
advantageous interchange of trade. We 
are to put duties on food and raw 
materials for the benefit of the colonics, 
and to look to the colonies for compensa- 
tion by some material reduction in their 
duties on British manufactures. We 
have to consider whether such a scheme 
is practicable, and whether, in the in- 
terests of Imperial unity, it is necessary. 


| Mr. Chamberlain, in his recent speeches, 


has suggested that the working people 
of this country may be compensated for 
increased cost of living by more constant 
employment and higher wages. This 
brings me to my personal experience as 
an Australian Governor. I deemed it 
my duty, while in Victoria, to discuss 
the question with leading Australian 
statesmen whenever opportunity offered, 
and more particularly with Sir George 
Turner, then [remier ot the Colony 
and now Treasurer to the Government 
of the Commonwealth. The views of 
Sir George Turner were identical with 
those more recently expressed by his 
colleague, Mr. Kingston, if the mother 
country offered advantages Australia 
would endeavour to reciprocate. They 
could not take off duties on imports from 
the United Kingdom. They might in- 
crease the tariff on imports from foreign 
countries. We can appreciate the condi- 
tions with which Colonial Ministers have 
to deal. They depend to a large degree 
on Customs for the means of carrying « n 
the Government. In Canada, with a 
revenue of nearly £10,000,000, no less 
than 57 per cent. is derived from this 
source. In the Australian colonies the 
revenue drawn from Customs is thie 
principal item. 


Turning from the official view, in the 
colony of Victoria, as in Canada, the 
majority of the industrial population 
was strongly protectionist. I had many 
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opportunities of learning their views in 
conversation with Mr. lrenwith, then 
the leader of the Labour Party in the 
Legislature, and subsequentlya member of 
the Victorian Ministry. The Labour Party 
his aimed at setting up manufacturing 
establishments in every branch for which 
the local conditions were favourable. 
Australia being a wool-growing country, 
the tariff on woollen goods was highly 
protectionist. The Victorian rate was 
45 per cent. Under the Commonwealth 
it has been reduced to 25 per cent. 
Cotton goods which were imported 
free into Victoria, are charged 25 per 
cent. under the Commonwealth. Such 
articles as tea and coffee, on which a 
duty was formerly pad. are now ad- 
mitted duty free. The fiscal policy of 
the Australian colonies has not changed 
in the interests of the mother country 
since the Government was established on 
a more democratic basis under the con- 
stitution of the Commonwealth. The 
indications thus far are not hopeful for 
the acceptance of proposals for extensive 
remission in Australia of the duties very 
lately imposed. While their tariff is 
protectionist, our Australian fellow- 
subjects are good customers to the 
mother country. !t may almost be said 
that we have a monopoly—certainly a 
dominant share in the supply of every 
article in demand, which we are able to 
produce. In this regard our position 
could hardly be improved by any change 
in our fiscal policy. The change most to 
be wished is one which lies beyond the 
control of man—a steadier rainfall and 
a greater ability to carry population. 


At a time when proposals are being 
made for a Customs union of the whole 
Empire. it is appropriate to recall the 
recent experiences of the Australian 
Commonwealth. The conference of 
representatives of the several States, by 
whose labours a constitution for the 
Australian federation was framed, shrank 
from the yet more arduous task of 
adjusting a common tariff. They leit 
the thorny problem to the Federal 
Parliament. That Parliament included 
many of the best men from all the 
federated States. It was animated by a 
strong desire that the first effort under 
a united Government should be success- 
ful. It found the difficulties almost in- 
surmountable. 
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the conflicting interests of (ueensland, 
a sugar-growing and cattle-ruising pro- 
vince ; of New South Wales, chietly 
interested in the production of wool ; of 
Victoria, with her manufacturing estab- 
lishments, extensive vineyards, and im- 
portant dairy industry; of South 
Australia, a wheat-growing province ; 
and of Western Australia, now the 
chief producer of gold. Nearly a year 
was consumed in lengthy debates. Ihe 
tariff difficulties in Australia are not en- 
couraging for more comprehensive efforts. 
A round-table conference between the 
representatives of countries far more 
widely separated by distance and other 
conditions might tend rather to political 
disruption than to closer unity. In the 
enjoyment of unrestricted self-govern- 
ment in matters of trade, every part 
of the Empire has flourished. Nor has 
there been the possibility of acrimonious 
disputation. Is it the part of the tates- 
man to abandon the policy of mutual 
freedom and independence to which we 
have hitherto adhered ? 


The fiscal policy of Canada does not 
differ from that of Australia. It was 
fully explained in the memorandum 
submitted by the Canadian delegates 
to the Colonial Conference last year. 
Reductions have been made, but in a 
prohibitory tariff. It remains, and is 
intended to remain, protectionist. The 
average rate on manutactures from 
the United Kingdom is still 24 per 
cent. The rates are lower on raw 
materials and machinery. In the sup- 
ply of such articles we cannot com- 
pete with the United States. The 
changes introduced in favour of Great 
Britain increased our exports to Canada, 
The advance was inconsideralie, as 
compared with the inerease in Canada’s 
imports in the same period from the 
United States. There is room in Canada 
for a large increase of population. It 
is vain to hope for a proportionate 
increase in our exportation of manu- 
factured goods from the United Kingdom. 
The policy of Canada is to give protect on 
to local industries. 


of the Country 


The fiscal policy now proposed is at- 
tractive to some who think that we fail 
to keep pice with protectionist countries. 
A flying survey, in the light of the 
latest information, will not justily 
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despondency. Take our nearest neigh- unprofitably. In the opinion of the 
bour. The growth in the value of Commission to which | have already 


British trade in the twenty-five vears 
ending 1894, included in Mulhall’s work 
on the industries and wealth of nations, 
was relatively three times as great as 
that of France. While the later statistics 
are more favourable to France, the con- 
dition to-day is unprogressive. Capital 
is leaving that country and seeking in- 
vestment abroad, and chiefly in the 
United Kingdom: The progress of 
Germany has been greater than our 


own, but until a recent period Germany 


As the Commission 


had been back ward. 


on the Depression of Trade pointed out, | 


the Franco-German war had a great 
effect on commercial activity. The war 
indemnity gave large supplies of new 
capital to Germany, and it stimulated 
consumption and production. Its force 
seems spent, and now Germany is 
suffering from that over-production on 
which the Commission on Trade Depres- 
sion specially insisted as the cause of the 
state of things in the United Kingdom, 
into which they had been directed to 
inquire. The latest Consular report 
gives a gloomy picture of many leading 
trades in Germany, and large numbers 
without employment. We can- 


referred, profits are more widely 
cistributed. All the indications point 
to an improving condition of the 
people. We have the vast increases in 
the deposits in the savings banks, the 
greater consumption of commodities, 
the remarkable statistics of the friendly 
societies, the spread of education, 
and some diminution of pauperism. 
When we take into view the many 
channels, not always nor everywhere as 
open as we could wish, through which 
our trade passes, that Government would 
be rash indeed which should venture in 
any part of the world to put obstacles 
in the way. The new fiscal policy has 
been recommended on the ground that 
the ties of material advantage are neces- 
sary to hold the British Empire. Is this 
the teaching of the latest history ? 
Witness the improved relations between 
the United Kingdom and the United 
States, and their common action, lately 
taken in China and elsewhere. The 
McKinley tariff, intentionally prohibi- 
tory, has been no bar. The same bonds 
which link the two nations together 


bind us to our colonies in a yet closer 


are 

not make comparisons with the 
United States. We admire the 
energy and the skill which the 
American people have displayed. Large 
profits have been realised; a vast | 
expansion has taken place. How) 
far have the benefits been shared 


by the mass of the people? The report of 


Mr. Bell, British Commercial Agent in| 
the United States, describes the anxieties | 


of the situation. He says— 


‘+ W_chin the last five years living expenses | 


have increased more than in the previous 
twenty years. ... When the reaction comes 


more will be heard of the questions of trusts | 


and tariffs. . . Financial authorities 
advising caution.” 

And now let us look at home. 
Rosebery has recently quoted the 
statistics of our exports and imports 
for five years. If we look back some 
ten years an equal rate of progress has 


been maintained. We have advanced 
from an aggregate of £682,000,000 for 


are | 


1893 to nearly £880,000,000 for 1902. | 
Nor has our trade, as it is shown in| 


the Income Tax returns, been conducted 
Lord Brassey. 


| they can give us compensation. 
Lord | ey 8 —— 


union. 


When proposals are made by a power- 
ful Minister in the responsible position of 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, and 
having for their aim an object which we 
all approve, they necessarily claim our 
most attentive consideration. In words 
used by Lord Salisbury, the matter is not 
one for vague sentiment. It is one for 
hard thinking, and the utmost effort that 
the strongest intellects of our time can 
give. It is not necessary to rush to con- 
clusions. The condition of the country, 
as we know, is not unprosperous. It is 
easy to appreciate that higher prices in 
our markets should be desired by colonial 
producers, but it is difficult to see how 
Their 
policy is protectionist. Their powers of 
consumption, under any fiscal policy, of 
the articles we are able to supply are 
limited. Meanwhile, is there nothing to 
be done? We may be more liberal in 
giving Imperial aid to improve steamship 
services and the laying of cables ; we may 
seize all opportunities of doing honour to 
the colonies ; we may hold Colonial Con- 
ferences. No bond can be greater than 
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the services of a strong and a sym- |is entirely one of protection ; and what 
pathetic Minister at the Colonial Office. (does a protected country desire? It 
|does not desire the import of foreign 

*THE Eart or JERSEY: My Lords, | goods; it will accept those goods for a 
at this late hour when your Lordships | time, until such time as their own manu- 
naturally wish to hear the Leaders of | factures can supersede them. When 
the House my remarks will be very few. | their own manufactures have been built 
Like the noble Lord who has just sat | up, then the door will be shut against 
down, I am unable to believe that a foreign goods. Therefore, we are asked 
system of preferential tariffs could be | in this country to change our world-wide 
beneficial to this country, or, in the long | system of commerce, to impose a great 
run, to Australia. The noble Marquess | tax upon our people, in order to get, 
the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs | perhaps, for a time a share of those 
referred to the threatening action of | millions to which I have referred. Though 
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Germany, and stated that that country | 


would put us upon the least-favoured- 
nation clause if we gave preference to 
our colonies. There is no doubt what- 
ever that if the German authorities 
were to decide to act in that manner it 
would be so hostile to this country that | 
we should be called upon to consider | 
our position in regard to Germany alto- | 
gether. The noble Marquess left out 
of consideration the question of the} 
imcrease in the price of food in this | 
country, and yet it is upon that that 
the Colonial Secretary based his policy. | 
[ allow that that is not his main| 
object. It is only fair to say that his| 
desire is to use that pivot in order to 
bring together the different parts of the 
Empire. Certainly to solidify the Em- 
pire is an object worthy of any statesman, | 
but at the same time it is most essential | 
that in endeavouring to draw outlying 
parts of the Empire together we should | 
do nothing to weaken in any way the 
heart of the Empire itself. Itis upon this 
question of the increase in the price of food 
that this matter will be mainly settled. 
The value of foreign imports into Australia 
and New Zealand is about £14,000,000 a 
year, and into Canada about £29,000,000. 


| 
| 








A part of that £29,000,000 must natur- 
ally be for goods which under all cireum- 
stances would come from the United 
States of America, and one cannot believe 
that it would be either wise or natural 
for Australasia to entirely cut otf connec- 
tion with other parts of the world. There- 
fore, we have only offered to us a portion 
of what I may call this extra trade, and 
in order to obtain this portion we are 
to be offered a lower tariff than foreign 
countries, but nothing like free imports. | 
Surely we ought to pause well before | 
we decide to adopt such a course. We | 
do not blame the colonies. Their policy 





I am as anxious as any man to see the 
trade of the colonies develop, it does not 
seem to me that Great Britain would be 
justified in running sucharisk. After all, 
in every country where you have a pro- 
tective tariff the amount of protection 


| will be a constant source of discussion. 


Therefore, what is given to-day may 
be reduced or taken away to-morrow ; 
and where should we be if, after having 
altered our system with regard to other 
countries, we found that the doors of our 


colonies were shut against us, and 
where, also, should we be supposing 


parties in the colonies were to be divided 
on the question of whether or not they 
would give us a good rebate. 

There are other questions which affect 
free trade besides those of hostile tariffs. 
You may depend upon it that thereis much 
in the complaints of our Consuls as regards 
the neglectof ourmanufacturers to meetthe 
wishes of foreign customers, in the erluct- 
ance of workmen at home to make use of 
the labour-saving appliances which are in 
vogue in the United States and elsewhere, 
and in the action of trades unions which 
will not allow, even within the limit of 
reasonable hours, either the men or the 
machines they work, to be used to the 
full advantage. These are amongst the 
causes which have hindered the develop- 
ment of our trade, and unless they are 
altered we may be quite sure that British 
trade will run the risk of going back. I 
do not think that we shall get sufficient 
advantage by so altering the present 
fiscal arrangements as to add to the 
burdens of the people, and also to the 
cost of our manufactures; it would be 


a strange thing if in this country 
whose foreign trade depends upon 


cheap production, we were to take a 
step which must inevitably add to 
the initial cost of manufacture. It 
would have been far better if we had 
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had the inquiry before the policy was | 


foreshadowed. to 


be one which is 


If this inquiry is 
to be 


speeches, we may feel quite sure that 
the great principle which lies, as I believe, 
at the root of the Colonial Secretary’s 
policy will be dropped out, and we shall 
simply fall back into the discussion of 
whether we support free trade or pro- 
tection. I am reminded of an anecdote 
of a enrate who was having breakfast 
with his bishop. The bishop noticed 
that the curate was only toying with his 
egg. He said to him, “I think you have 
not a very good egg there,” and the 
curate answered, “ My Lord, parts of it 
are excellent.” So the Imperial flavour 
is excellent, but the taste of protection 
-disagreeable. 


THe SECRETARY For SCOTLAND 
Lord Batrour of BurLeiGH): My 
Lords, I shall endeavour not to detain 
the House for many minutes. But it 
would, perhaps, be inappropriate if some 
one else from this bench besides the 
noble Marquess who has spoken, and the 
noble Duke the Leader of the House 
were not to express his views upon the 
important subjects which have been under 
discussion to-night. We have listened to 
many interesting speeches, and I, for one, 
am not disposed to complain of the tone 
or the spirit in which, at any rate, the 
great majority of them have been com- 
posed. Least of all will I complain of 
the tone and temper of the very able 
speech with which Lord Goschen intro- 
duced the discussion to-night. If he 
felt difficulty, how much more must I 
feel it, that it is not possible, in the course 
of a single speech, to take up and deal 
with all the wide range of subjects which 
might be held not to be inappropriate to 
the notice which appears on the Paper 
of your Lordships’ House, covering, as it 
must do, many important points, not only 
of fiscal policy, but points of foreign policy 
and of colonial policy as well. I my- 
self have no hesitation in saying that I 
adhere to the general principles which 
are understood to be comprised in 
the free trade policy of this country. 
But when I have said so much I am in- 
clined to ask, What is free trade? I 
sometimes think that a definition is neces- 
do 
which I 


sary in these days. I 
whether the definition 
The Earl of Jersey 


{LORDS} 


carried out, 
upon public platforms and in heated | 


not know | 
shall | 
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attempt to give—it is not a new one— 
will satisfy noble Lords opposite, but it 
is good enough for me. It is that free 
trade is a free interchange of commodi- 
ties at their natural price. When this 
policy became the adopted policy of the 
country, its universal adoption was 
prophesied, I venture to say that the 
circumstances in which we find ourselves 
to-day are not the same as the circum- 
stances in which the country was placed 
half a century ago. At any rate, after 
half a century of the adoption of the 
policy of free trade by this country, we 
find ourselves in almost isolated adherence 
to its principles. But there can be no 
doubt of this, that our adherence to its 
principles has brought us great advant- 
ages. Not only through it do we get 
food as cheaply as possible, but we have 
the free entry of every sort of raw 
material for manufacture. If that faet 
stood alone, I certainly am not surprised 
that a very grave consideration should be 
demanded before anyone would be 
warranted in asking the country to give 
up those great advantages which I have 
indicated. 


But, my Lords, I am bound also in 
fairness to say that those who are dissatis- 
fied with the present position of affairs 
can point to considerations which it seems 
to me are well worthy of examination 
and consideration, even by the most 
ardent advocates of the policy of free 
trade in the abstract. We have had built 
round us a wall of hostile tariffs, erected 
everywhere against our trade. On the 
other hand, we are able now, as one of 
the points of consideration, to refer to 
declarations of important colonial states- 
men, and I myself desire to retain 
absolute freedom for this country to 
resist any attempt on the part of foreign 
countries to differentiate between us and 
our colonies in any matters of the free 
interchange of commodities between us. 
Under all these circumstances the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies has put 
forward certain suggestions. He has 
more or less definitely indicated the 
views which he holds. But, my Lords, I 
altogether demur to the confident asser- 
tions of some noble Lords opposite that 
he has put forward a definite plan to 
which he is going to adhere, under all 
considerations, or under all circumstances. 
He has avowedly put forward these sug- 
gestions for discussion, and he has himselt 
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stated that his object is to have them 
discussed as calmly as possible. He has | 
not committed himself, as I understand 
it, toa scheme any more than this, that 
he has made suggestions which he thinks | 
will stand the test of examination and 
inquiry. It was said on high authority 
not many years ago that ‘“ Nowadays we 
are all Socialists.” I think I may say 
that in these days we are all Colonial 
Federationists. Some began soon, some 
began later, but I do not think there are 
many in public life now in this country 
who are not avowedly desirous of doing 
all they can to unite by every possible 
bond, and to show every possible con- 
sideration to the great self-governing 
communities with which we are proud to 
be connected by ties of blood in every 
part of the world. 


I for one, at any rate, cannot forget the 
record of that colleague who puts forward 
these suggestions. I certainly do not 
undervalue the weight of his authority, 
or the obligations under which he has 
placed his colleagues and, in my opinion 
at any rate, the country at large. Nor 
shall | undervalue the unique experience 
which he possesses alike of the feeling of 
our colonies or of their relations to us, and 
their desire to draw those relationships 
closer. But I think I am entitled to say 
that some noble Lords who have spoken, | 
and others who have taken part in dis- 
cussion elsewhere, are inclined to press, to 
a most undue extent, the doctrine of what 
is called the collective responsibility of 
those who happen to be associated in the 
Government. I will admit our collective 
responsibility as frankly as anyone for 
our executive conduct, for the legisla- | 
tive measures which we propose to 
Parliament and for any policy which is 
formally announced upon Government 
authority, but I altogether demur to the 
doctrine apparently held by some that | 
this collective responsibility is to include 
responsibility for every word and every | 
line in every speech which is delivered 
by any of our colleagues. I venture to | 
say that is extending it to such a degree | 
as would add a new terror to public life, | 
and one which we are not likely calmly 
to submit to. Nor do I admit, so far as 
I am myself concerned, that absolute | 
uniformity of opinion is necessary, nor | 
that we are all to think alike on every | 
matter, whether those matters are for the | 
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moment matters of practical issue and 
practical politics. 


I stand here and say that, so far as I 
know, there is no division amongst us as 
to anything which at this moment we 


/are resolved to do, and I think I may 


fairly say to those who agree with me 
upon the general points I have laid down, 
and even those who disagree with me, that 
surely there is a case for examination 
and inquiry. I think those who object 
to this examination may well be asked, 
“‘ Have you confidence in your case! If 
not, if you have no confidence in the 
principles to which you express adherence, 
then I for one can understand the reluct- 
ance to bring them to the test of careful 
examination and inquiry. But if you 
believe in your case, surely a fair and 


| honest examination of the basis on which 


it stands, of the facts on which it must 
depend, must be a welcome course and 
one which in the end must strengthen 
the case in which you believe.” It is 
upon that ground in the main that I am 
willing that the examination and inquiry 
to which we are committed should take 
place. But I feel bound to say that as 
matters now stand, and having regard to 
all the circumstances in which we find 
ourselves, | am not prepared to oppose 
inquiry into the principle upon which 
our fiscal system is founded. On the 
contrary, as I have said, I welcome the 
fullest inquiry, but I do lay down 
these conditions—that it is to be an ex- 


_amination of facts and circumstances by 


us as a Government, for our own infor- 
mation, and that we retain to the full 
our responsibility for any policy which 
we may hereafter propose to Parliament 
or to the country as the result of such 
information as we shall obtain. I will 


‘only add that, speaking for myself, as I 


am entitled to do, I feel bound to say that 
I have little or no expectation that the 
inquiry I indicate will show it to be 
either practical or desirable, in the interest 


|of the nation, to reverse the principles 


upon which our fiscal policy has been 
based. 


*EarL SPENCER: My Lords, this 


interesting debate is now drawing to a 


| close, and I feel it ismy duty to address 


some remarks to your Lordships upon 
the great question that has been brought 
before us, and also upon the speeches 
which have been made. First of ali I 


sf 
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would add my tribute to the eloquent 
and able speech of the noble Viscount 
who introduced this subject. There was 
nobody more competent than Lord 
Goschen to speak with authority on this 
great question, for there are few people 
who have held with greater distinction 
the office of Chancellor of the Exchequer 
in this country. He has spoken with 
great force and ability ; and I may add 
that it is remarkable that, of the three 
Chancellors of the Exchequer who have 
held office under the present Govern- 
ment, all take the view which the noble 
Viscount has taken to-night. I notice a 
remarkable thing in this debate. Your 
Lordships’ House is not usually reckoned 
to be a very Liberal Assembly in politics. 
It is not considered to be full of noble 
Lords who advocate free trade. It is 
supposed that, as we are a House of 
landlords there are more Members of it 
who are in favour of protection than of 
free trade. And yet to-night we find 
that, of those who have spoken from 
both sides of the House, I think I can 
only name two who have spoken in the 
sense of protection. I deeply regret to 
think that my old political friend the 
Foreign Secretary may be classed among 
those; and I think another friend of 
mine who comes from a country which 
I know full well, Lord Mayo, may also 
be classed as belonging to the same 
doctrine. But except those two noble 
Lords there has not been a single 
Member of your Lordships’ House who 
has spoken to-night, who has not pro- 
feased himself a free trader. 


When we arediscussing this question we 
cannot help referring to the repeal of the 
cornduty. Whatis the meaning of that? 
If we are to have preferential duties it 
is necessary to impose duties on im porta- 
tions from foreign countries, which do 
not now exist. Canada has made the 
first claim in this respect, and in order 
to deal with Canada you must have 
import duties on corn. How is it, then, 
that it has now been repealed? I cannot 
help, as a free trader, congratulating 
myself on the fact; for if those who 
advocate this new fiscal policy, so 
prominently put forward by the Colonial 
Secretary, had been in the majority in 
the Cabinet, they would not have thrown 
away this stepping-stone to preferential 


Earl Spencer, 


{LORDS} 


' sided 
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tariffs, this method of giving to Canada 
the very thing she wanted. Depend 
upon it, a bird in the hand is better than 
two in the bush, and if those who advo- 
cated this policy had been in a majority 
in the Cabinet, | cannot help thinking 
that the tax on corn would have been 
continued and not repealed. I cannot 
for a moment believe, what some people 
say, that the duty has been repealed in 
order that at a date not yet named it 
may be put on in greater severity. There 
is another thing with regard to the corn 
duty which I think is worth considering 
in regard to other duties. This duty 
was put on as a fiscal and not as a 
protective duty. And yet now we are 
told on the highest authority, that of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer who 
put it on, that in some _ respects, 
especially on flour, it had been a pro- 
tective duty. There is another matter 
which is also significant. It was not 
intended, and it was never expected, 
that the corn duty would increase the 
price of the poor man’s bread. And 
yet now we hear from the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer himself that that has 
been the case. People are apt to forget 
another matter, too, that, even if the 
price of bread has not been raised—there 
is evidence that it has been raised—if 
the duty had not been there they would 
have got their bread at a much cheaper 
rate. [MINISTERIAL cries of “No.”} I 
say so deliberately; and I cannot for a 
moment believe that if you put a tax 
on an article the price of that article is 
not raised. I will not dwell more upon 
this point except to say that I think I 
may congratulate free traders that there 
are in another place apparently only 
twenty-eight members who absolutely 
and openly profess protection. 


We are told that we are to have 
an inquiry. What has taken place in 
regard to this matter? Within the 
last few years there have been no 
fewer than four conferences on this 
subject. There was the conference 
over which Lord Knutsford _pre- 
sided in 1887; two conferences pre- 
over by the present Colonial 
Secretary, to whose ability I wish to give 
testimony, though I differ entirely from 
him on this point; and there was the 


conference at Ottawa, where my noble 
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friend who spoke but very lately, Lord 
Jersey, presided. And I cannot help 
congratulating this House that the grand- 
son of one of the statesmen to whom we 
owe all the blessings of free trade should 
have spoken in this House to-night, and 
have advocated the principles which his 


great ancestor introduced first into Parlia- | 


ment. What did we learn from those 
conferences ? First of all we learned, 
what we rejoiced in, that there is a great 
desire on the part of the colonies to come 
into closer connection and greater amity 
with the mother country. We all desire 
that. We next found that any arrange- 
ment with the colonies on a basis of free 
trade would be impossible. And the 
next point we found was that whatever 
arrangement we made the complications 
would be so enormous that it would be 
almost impossible to have a satisfactory 
basis for an agreement with the mother 
country for preferential treatment. These 
points are, I think, clearly established by 
the conferences that have taken place. 
I venture to think the difficulties between 
the colonies are so great, and the interests 
of the various colonies and the mother 
country are so great, that if we try to 
introduce a common Zollverein between 
them, instead of drawing the colonies 
into greater amity and concord we are 
much more likely to excite dissension and 
differences. If we consider for a moment 
how our colonies are placed, how different 
are the conditions — climatic, commer- 
cial and material—between the various 
colonies, and the enormous distance they 
are from the mother country and from 
each other, we shall not be surprised that 
there should be different desires and 
different policies with regard to fiscal 
matters in the various colonies. 


This country has very wisely allowed 
the colonies to have a perfectly free hand 
with regard to their fiscal relations. We 


certainly followed a wise policy in regard | 


to that. But thesedifficulties seem to me to 
be so great that the effect on the colonies 
will be almost, I should say, disastrous. 
Evenzif at first we could come to some agree- 
ment, before this arrangement had been in 


existence many years I fear it would lead | 


to discord and confusion rather than to 
an increase of amity with thiscountry. I 
see my noble friend the Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs is now in his place. 
When I referred to him just now I did 
not observe he was not there. I think 
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| the speech of the noble Marquess opens 
| up a very great consideration. The pro- 
| posals that have been made by the 
Colonial Secretary point directly to pre- 
ferential duties in favour of the colonies, 
coupled with old-age pensions; and he 
directly says that, in order to do this, 
he does not wish to impose taxation on 
anything but food. Now, if you are to 
have an increase of taxation, I cannot 
help thinking that the very worst tax 
that you can possibly introduce is that 
which taxes the food of the people. But 
that is the long and the short of the 
proposals of the Colonial Secretary. The 
noble Viscount very properly showed 
that, besides this, there was the point of 
retaliation on foreign countries on 
manufactured articles, and there were 
various other points which were sure to 
follow if this one step in the direction of 
the Colonial Secretary’s proposal were 
followed. 


But the noble Marquess entered into an 
entirely new subject. We heard some 
time ago—I think it was last year—a 
good deal with regard to the bounties on 
sugar. Many of us doubted extremely, 
and many of us still doubt extremely, 
the wisdom of that policy. We said: 
“Is the Government going into a war 
against bounties generally ? This is the 
beginning of it; the thin end of the 
wedge.” We were at once scouted for 
having said it. But the fiscal policy of 
the noble Marquess is to deal with the 
whole of this great subject. It is quite 
distinct, as far as I can see—I may 
be wrong, but I think I am right—from 
the policy which has been propounded 
by the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies. The noble Marquess pointed 
out what has been done by means of 
trusts on the Continent, one country 
going beyond its own boundaries in order 
to establish a great trust by means of 
which the countries which have joined it 
may be able to export certain articles of 
| manufacture or commerce at lower rates 
‘than those at which the articles are sold 
|in their own country. I think that is 
| what the noble Marquess said. What 
has been the result of that? The noble 
Marquess says it has affected immensely 
'several industries in this country. I 
‘rather think he mentioned the spirit 
‘industry. He certainly named rails and 
ialso iron plates. He says the effect of 
|these trusts dealing with these matters 
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has been to introduce into this country an 
enormous quantity ef govds at a rate 
which would be destructive to those who 
deal in those goods in our country. He 
does not prove that. Are those indus- 
tries at such a very low ebb ? Are they 
running down hill to destruction? And 
what is the policy which he professes ? 
Why, it is nothing more nor less ‘than 
pure protection ; it is protection of these 
industries. And the noble Lord must 
remember that we never should adopt 
such a policy ourselves. In my opinion, 
it is very doubtful whether we ought to 
interfere with other countries in such 
matters, particularly when they provide 
for large manufactures in this country an 
enormous quantity of goods at a very 
cheap rate. I imagine that the noble 
Marquess would deal with this question 
by protective duties on many articles of 
manufacture. That is retaliation, and 
retaliation is one of the very worst 
features of protection. I lament, indeed, 
to find the noble Marquess advocating 
that. 


In these discussions we often hear 
allusion made to preferential duties and 
retaliation as if preferential duties had 
never been given to our colonies in 
former days, and as if retaliation had 
never been exercised in this country. 
Preferential duties were in vogue for a 
great number of years. They were not 
repealed or altered quite as soon, if I 
remember correctly, as the reform of 
the tariff, but very soon after Sir 
Robert Peel had reformed the tariff— 
I think it was Mr. Gladstone himself who 
did away with preferential duties. They 
were a signal failure. Then, in regard to 
retaliation, we have often and often in 
the past tried it. Sir R. Peel, speaking 
in the House of Commons on January 27, 
1846, in explanation of his scheme for 
taking off an enormous quantity of duties 
from the tariff, said— 


‘*Now let me conclude with two observa- 
tions ; one connected with our foreign policy 
and the interests of our commercial intercourse 
with foreign countries, and the other having 
reference to our own domestic circumstances. 
I fairly avow to you that in making this grea‘ 
reduction upon the import of articles, the 
produce and manufacture of foreign countries, 
I have no guarantee to give you that other 
countries will immediately follow our example. 
I give you that advantage in the argument. 
Wearied with our long and unavailing efforts 
to enter into satisfactory commercial treaties 
with other nations we have resolved at length 
to consult our own iaterests, and not to punish 


Earl Spencer. 
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those other countries for the wrong they do us in 
continuing their high duties upon the importa- 
tion of our products and manufactures, by 
continuing high duties ourselves, encouraging 
unlawful trade. . . . It is a fact that other 
countries have not followed our example, and 
have levied higher duties in some cases upon 
our goods. But what has been the result 
upon the amount of your exports? You 
have detied the regulations of these countries, 
your export trade is greatly increased... . 
But your exports, whatever be the tariffs of 
other countries, or however apparent the 
ingratitude with which they have treated you— 
your export trade has been constantly in- 
creasing. 
The same thing may be said now. I say 
those are significant words from the great 
man who introduced this policy of free 
trade. The policy of retaliation was 
known and had been tried in his time, 
and was found absolutely wanting. In 
another passage Sir R. Peel says: 

“The best way to compete wita hostile 
tariffs is by free imports.” 
I regret to think that we are now ahout, 
not only to fight this question of pre- 
ferential tariffs in regard to the colonies 
but also to fight protection, because that 
seems to be the policy of the noble 
Marquess, though I do not know whether 
it is the policy of the Government. I 
for one, and certainly I believe all those 
with whom I am connected, will do our 
utmost to oppose that which we believe 
will be a most pernicious policy. It may 
not blow up the rock on which the great 
commercial edifice of the country is built, 
but I believe it will undermine that 
edifice, and in that way will be a terrible 
blow to the prosperity of our people and 
the success of our commerce. What is the 
position of the Government? Here is 
the second greatest Minister in the 
Cabinet propounding a policy, and saying 
this is what he is determined or desirous 
to lay before the constituencies. 


After reading the telegram already 
published from Sir H. Rawson, Governor 
of New South Wales, to Mr. Chamberlain, 
in which the expression occurs, ‘the 
declaration of the British Government,” 
ask, Did that telegram, referring to 
the policy of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, emanate in the first instance 
from Sir H. Rawson without any com- 
munication from the Government? If 
the noble Duke says so I shall withdraw 
any imputation ; but it seems to me that 
the telegram clearly shows that Mr. 
Chamberlain, in his communications with 
the Governors, has stated that his 
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Majesty’s Government are intending to | 
put forward this policy as that of the 
Government. How about the other 
members of the Cabinet? The noble | 
Lord who spoke last said, referring to the 
collective responsibility of Ministers, that 
it was impossible that all the members of 
the Government could be unanimous. I 
entirely agree. But a great deal depends 
upon the subject. If the subject is the 
foundation of our fiscal policy, surely it 
is impossible for a Minister of the Crown 
of the importance of the Colonial Secre- 
tary to go to the country and say this 
was his policy, without the country 
thinking that it was also the policy of 
the Government. The collective respon- 
sibility of the Government is imperative 
in all matters of importance. The people 
expect that of every Government. They 
do not agree that a Government might 
have four or five voices on a_ great 
question—and what question could be 
greater than this?’—but they expect 
that the Government should speak with 
firmness and unanimity. I appeal 
to the noble Duke the Leader of the 


House to explain his position with 
respect to this policy. I remember 
that my noble friend, as a _ candi- 
date for the House of Commons, 


fought a severe contest with a fair trader. 
| have here an extract from a speech 
he delivered in November, 1885, and | 
hope he will now repeat the sentiments 
to which he gave expression on that 
occasion. He said— 

‘A Liberal majority would also mean the 
accession 10 power of a Government which is 
determined to adhere without flinching to 
the principles of that free trade which has 
already done so much fur the prosperity of the 
country, and to which Lancashire and the 
North of England owe all their pre-eminence, 
industrial and commercial.” 


Does the noble Duke now belong to | 


a Government which adheres without 
flinching to free trade principles ? 
Certainly it was evident that many 
distinguished members of the Govern- 
ment have a strong leaning—if nothing 
more — towards the principles of 
protection which in the past did so 
much harm to the country. There is 
to be an inquiry. What is the inquiry | 
to be into? Have not the principles of 
free trade and protection been discussed 
up hill and down dale all over the 
country for years past? And what is 
to be the nature of the inquiry? Is it 
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to be a Royal Commission, or a Com- 
mittee of one House, or a _ united 
We, of 
course, know that a great question of 
this sort cannot be settled without 
full inquiry; but we believe the 
Cabinet, which is responsible for the 
raising of this question, should inquire 
into it themselves, and come to a decision 
on it. We have a right to ask for 
information on the subject of this 
inquiry ; and we have the further right 
to ask that there should be no un- 
necessary delay in submitting this 
great question to the only tribunal 
which can give a final judgment upon 
it—namely, the constituencies. I feel 
that this matter is of such gigantic 
importance to the political interests, to 
the commercial interests — nay. to 
every interest of the country and the 
colonies—that any uncertainty about it 
will paralyse trade and commerce. 
Therefore, we have a right to demand 
information about this inquiry, and 
that the inquiry should not be delayed. 


THe LORD PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of DEVONSHIRE) : 
My Lords, I do not think that I need at 
any length follow the arguments of the 
noble Earl. I think that in the greater 
part of his speech he has travelled some- 
what beyond the scope of the question 
which is raised in the Motion of my 
noble friend behind me. I think the 
noble Earl during the greater part of his 
speech entered somewhat into that 
extremely large and wide field of inquiry 
and discussion to which we are invited 
by the Colonial Secretary, and which has 
been approved and sanctioned by the 
Cabinet as a whole. I do not under- 
stand that it was the intention of my 
noble friend behind me to ask the 
House to-night to discuss all the subjects 


which areinvolved in the proposed in- 


quiry. J understood him rather to ask 
what were the conditions and main 


| points which ought to he heldin view in 


any inquiry of that sort; but I did not 
understand from his speech that he 
desired us to enter into the merits of the 
question. There was one point in the 
speech of the noble Earl to which I 
ought to give an immediate answer. The 
noble Earl referred to a telegram which 


was sent the other day by the Governor 
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of New South Wales, and which has been 
published. The noble Earl does not 
seem to be aware that that telegram has 
already been the subject of a question 
and answer in the other House of 
Parliament. 7 


*EarL SPENCER: I was quite aware 
of that. 


Tue Duke or DEVONSHIRE: 
Well, the noble Earl has asked whether 
that telegram was prompted by the 
Government. The answer given by the 
Prime Minister, when a question was 
put to him on the subject, was— 

“IT do not know what declaration the 


Governor of New South Wales refers to in this 
statement.” 


The Minister for the Colonies was 
sitting by his side, and I think that 
answer could hardly have been a 
consistent, although it might have been 
verbally accurate, or an ingenuous 
answer if the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies had been any party to the 
sending of such a telegram. 


*EarL SPENCER: Then it was a 
misapprehension of Sir H. Rawson that 
this was the policy of the Government ? 


THe DukE oF DEVONSHIRE: The 
Question which the noble Earl, as I under- 
stood him, asked, was whether that 
telegram was prompted by the Govern- 
ment. I should have gathered from the 
answers given in the other House of 
Parliament that it was quite obvious that 
the telegram was not prompted by the 
Government ; but since the noble Earl 
referred to the subject a few minutes ago, 
I have received from a representative of 
the Colonial Office, who happens to be 
present here to-night, an assurance that 
the telegram from Sir H. Rawson was 
entirely spontaneous on the part of the 
Governor of New South Wales. Coming 
to the speech of my noble friend Viscount 
Goschen —we are too old friends to make 
it in the least necessary for us to bandy 
any compliments; but I hope he will 
allow me to say that I heard him with 
the greatest satisfaction, and that I think 
he has done a very great service in plac- 
ing before us so clearly some of the main 
issues that have to be considered on the 


+See page 650. 
The Duke of Devonshire. 
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great and momentous question that has 
been so recently raised. This House is 
grateful to him for having given it an 
opportunity of listening to the treatment 
dispassionately, of a question of mo- 
mentous interest at a period when our 
discussion may have some effect upon 
the opinions of the country. Too often 
questions are discussed at almost un- 
necessary length in the other House of 
Parliament, and only come to us when 
they have been practically decided and 
when any discussion in this House can 
no longer have very much bearing on 
the result. The Motion of my noble 
friend to-night has given the House an 
opportunity of even anticipating discus- 
sion in the other House of Parliament. 
Although the subject has been incident- 
ally raised in the other Honse, the rules 
of its proceedings have prevented it being 
so fully and adequately discussed as it 
has been possible to discuss it in the 
House of Lords. I need not add to the 
tribute that has been paid to the 
speech of my noble friend for the admir- 
able tone and calmness of temper with 
which he introduced the subject, thus set- 
ting an example which will be invaluable 
when a subject of such vast importance 
and exciting so much controversy is dis- 
cussed. I can assure the House that that 
is the tone in which the Government 
desire that it should be discussed. 

The Colonial Secretary, in the first 
speech in which he raised the discussion, 
said that the time had not come when it 
could be settled, and what he desired 
was that discussion should be opened. 
Exactly the same language has been held 
by those who take a different view of the 
question from the Colonial Secretary, and 
who have also expressed their willingness 
that there should be a fair and full dis- 
cussion and examination of the question. 
I cannot see how any man, any convinced 
and rational free-trader, can take excep- 
tion to either inquiry or discussion on 
this subject. In the first place, there is 
no free-trader who can feel, or profess to 
feel, satisfied with the present position 
of the question. What the free trader 
advocates is free interchange of all com- 
modities between all nations. What we 
have got—whatever he may think of the 
advantages to be obtained from what we 
have got—is something very different 
from that. What we have got is free 
imports on one side and exports burdened 
by every barrier fiscal ingenuity can 
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devise. And I cannot see how any con- 
vinced free-trader can object to an inquiry 
after the lapse of a period of fifty years 
into the reasons which have prevented 
the realisation of the hopes which were 
entertained by the founders of this policy, 
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a wrong conclusion. But, my Lords, I 
admit—I am forced to admit—that a 
great deal has happened, not only during 
the fifty years our system of free imports 
has been in force, but even during the 
last eighteen years, the period since the 





and an inquiry whether it may not be 


| subject was seriously discussed—a great 


possible that anything should be done | deal has happened which, I think, is 


full realisation of that policy which was 


liberate consideration. Let me refer to 


in order to secure the more ample and | deserving of our most careful and de- 


undoubtedly in the minds of the founders 


of free trade policy—Sir Robert Peel, | 


Mr. Cobden, and Mr. Bright. 


one or two of the important changes and 
events which have taken place in that 
|period. What has happened is that, 
| except to a very partial extent in our 


he name of free-traders cannot with | own colonies, no progress whatever has 


strict accuracy be applied to the sup- 
porters of our present fiscal system. We | 
are not free-traders, because we have not 
got free trade. What we are—it is not 
a very elegant appellation, but it is more 
accurate to say that we are free importers. 
I acknowledge that I have been a free 
importer during the whole of my political | 
life, and I am now. I was in favour of 
that policy for the first twenty-five years 
of my career in the House of Commons, | 
for the simple reason that, so far as 1) 
knew, no one was anything else. Then | 
came a period of commercial depression, | 
and the agitation, which has been more 


| been made in any part of the world in 
the direction of real free trade. What 
has happened has been that foreign 
countries have not lowered or relaxed 
the barriers they have set up against 
our imports. They have raised and 


| strengthened them. 


* EARL SPENCER dissented. 


THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE: Cer- 
tainly they have raised them. 


| *Eart SPENCER: They are very 


than once referred to to-night, in those} much lower than in the days of Sir 


days went by the name of fair trade. 


Robert Peel. 


The noble Lord opposite was perfectly | 


accurate when he said I was somewhat | 
closely connected with that controversy. 
It happened that my opponent in a 
division of Lancashire was the President 
of the Fair Trade League. I think it is 
also perfectly accurate to state that, with 


the help of my friends—including, I | 


think, the valuable assistance of the 
present Colonial Secretary—I absolutely 
annihilated and demolished my opponent 
and his doctrines. I opposed that move- 
ment to the best of my ability, partly 
because I considered that it was net 
supported by any strong or sound 


economical opinion, and partly because, | 


after giving the best consideration that 
I could to the facts and arguments and 
figures which were brought forward by 
the advocates of fair trade in support 
of their contentions, I came to the 
conclusion that they had failed to estab- 
lish their case. I am not ashamed to 
acknowledge that up to the present time, 
after a lapse of eighteen years, I have yet 
seen or heard nothing which has in- 
duced me, as at present advised, to sup- 
pose that at that time I came to 


THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: Has 
'the McKinlev tariff lowered the duties 
| against us in the United States? Is the 
| German tariff lower than it was during 
| the fair trade agitation? It is the fact 
‘that, so far from lowering or relaxing 
the barriers they have raised against our 
trade, they have, generally speaking, I 
will not say in every case, strengthened 
and raised them. It is alleged, I do not 
say whether truly or not, that some of 
our staple industries have suffered, are 
_ suffering, and are still more in the future 
seriously threatened by the tariffs which 
have been raised against them. Another 
thing which has happened in this period 
to which I am referring has been that, 
whereas for a very long period we were 
easily supreme in manufacturing indus- 
‘tries of all descriptions, supreme in 
textile manufactures, in the iron and 
| steel, the machinery, and other branches 
'of industry, our supremacy has been 
| challenged, and in some cases I believe 
‘successfully challenged. I am not say- 
‘ing that this challenge to our manu- 
facturing supremacy is a result of our 
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fiscal system ; indeed, I believe it is in 
great part owing to other circumstances. 
Reference has been made to-night to 


a subject to which I have frequently | 


endeavoured, not very successfully, to 
call attention—namely, the comparative 
neglect with which we have treated 
the question of industrial education in 
this country. Undoubtedly it was the 
opinion and contention of the founders 
of our present fiscal system that our 
industrial supremacy would be secured 
to us by the adoption of those principles 
in the face of the refusal to adopt 
them of other nations. Certainly any 
anticipations of that description which 
they may have held have fallen very far 
short of the reality. Again, since this 
subject was last seriously discussed we 
have seen the growth of those enormous 
trusts that certainly never could have 
been foreseen by the founders of our 
present fiscal system. We have seen 
that the formation and growth of those 
trusts have been capable of disorganis- 
ing and dislocating the course of trade 
and industry as effectually as, if uot 
more effectually than, the most retro- 
grade and hostile tariff that ever could 
be raised against us. Lastly, in this 
period we have seen the growth of 
some of our colonies to a position and 
importance which they were far from 
enjoying at the time when these contro- 
versies were last before the country. 


With that growth in importance, 
prosperity, and strength these colonies 


have manifested a desire to enter into’ 


closer political relations with the mother 
country. One manifestation of that 
desire has been in the direction of 
increased fiscal unity with the United 
Kingdom. Well, I say, that these 
changes in the world, these events that 
have taken place, many of which were 
wholly unexpected, which could not 


have been foreseen by those who were | 
fiscal | 


responsible for 
system—these 


our 
are 


present 


subjects, at all 


events, worthy of inquiry. I say these | 


things cannot be put aside as if they 
were not ; there is no sense or reason 
in ignoring these facts and events and 
in refusing to enter into some inquiry 
as to their effect. And all those who 
profess principles of real free trade, 
the men who believe that those 
principles are founded, not only on 


The Duke of Devonshire. 
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_the dictates of abstract reason, but are 
| proved by the teaching of experience, 
‘those are the very last who ought 
to refuse to enter into the fullest 
and most searching inquiry and 
discussion as to the effect not only of 
those principles, but of the effectual 
results which have been achieved under 
our present system. As to the nature 
of the inquiry or discussion which has 
been invited, I do not think that until 
the speech of my noble friend to-night 
the conditions and character which that 
inquiry or discussion ought to assume 
have been indicated with sufficient per- 
spicuity and clearness. In my opinion, 
the first and fundamental element of 
such inquiry, that which transcends in 
importance, and that which ought to 
precede any other branch of the inquiry, 
is the investigation of the economical 
effect likely to be produced by any 
changes in our system especially in- 
volving the taxation of our food inports— 
the economical effects, not upon any 
special industry, not upon the political 
relations between ourselves and the 
colonies, or between ourselves and other 
countries, but on the condition of our 
people, and on the whole and not only a 
part of our trade and industry, internal 
as well as external. 


Up to the present time, in my opinion, 
this discussion has proceeded too much 
upon the effects which the new policy, 
the new proposed policy, may have upon 
some special industry of great importance. 
‘The prosperity of our staple industries, 
our textile industries, our iron and steel 
industries, our chemical and machinery 
industries, is of vast importance to the 
country at large; but they are not all. 
What I want to know, and what I think 
ought to be the basis of this inquiry, is 
what will be the effect of the policy which 
has been proposed on the volume of our 
minor trades and the industries which 
support them, and which, taken together, 
I conceive, greatly exceed in amount, in 
volume, and in importance any one of 
the staple industries themselves. In my 
| opinion, attention has hitherto been too 
/much devoted to our external trade, as if 
the prosperity of the country depended 
merely on our external trade. I conceive 
it that our internal trade is at least 
as important as, if not more import- 
ant, than our external trade. I do 
| not suppose there are any statistics 
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available, as there are in the 
of our external trade, to show what 
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the amount of that trade is; but the | 
| with it under conditions which have been 


internal trade of 40,000,000 of people 
cannot be an insignificant one. At first 
sight it spe to me that any pro- 
posal which would raise the food bill of 
40,000,000 of people would to a like 
degree diminish their purchasing power 
on every other article. Though I am 
open, on sufficient evidence, to revise 
my opinion, I should say, at first sight, 
that any such proposal must exercise an 
injurious effect on the vast internal 
trade of the country. I do not think 
that up to the present time, in the sub- 
jects indicated for discussion or inquiry, 
sufficient attention has been given to 
the probable economical effects of the 
proposed policy on the condition of the 
mass of our people who are not engaged 
in any of the staple industries, the con- 
dition of which we have heard so much. 


{15 JUNE 1903} 
case|now. We have to deal, not, perhaps, 


There are a vast mass of our people who | 


can scarcely be said to have any fixed or 
regular employment, and who are able, 


and only just able, to earn sufficient to’ 


gain a livelihood. 


I do not think it has been sufficiently 
remembered that, whether our fiscal 
system was a right one or not, we are 
living in conditions that have been 
brought about by a system of free im- 
ports, and we must take those conditions 
as we find them. Tnose conditions are 
not in every respect as satisfactory as we 
could desire. No doubt the wealth of 
the country has increased, no doubt the 
business of the country has increased. 
At the same time, the population of the 
country has increased, perhaps almost to 
an equal extent; and, in spite of our 
national wealth, in spite of the pros- 
perity of the people employed in some of 
our great industries, there are to-day 
milhons of people for whom the margin 
between themselves and famine is 
very slender. My Lords, it is free 
trade, or rather, free imports—it is 
cheap food which is responsible for 
having brought those millions into 
existence. I can conceive that under 
a different system, though we might 
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with the best possible organisation of 
society in our country ; we have to deal 


brought about by our present fiscal system, 
and we must be very careful indeed 
before we alter those conditions in a 
manner which may possibly reduce the 
margin which now exists between those 
people and absolute want. My Lords, I 
say under these circumstances I should 
hesitate very long before I could bring 
myself to assent to changes the effect of 
which, as far 2s I know or have the 
means of knowing, might be to improve 
the condition of certain of the higher 
ranks of labour, which might also have 
the effect, so far as I know or can have 
the means at present of knowing, of 
breaking down that barrier which still 
exists between those millions and absolute 
starvation. These are questions, I think, 
which anyone who professes to be a 
statesman will admit cannot be solved 
simply by counting votes at a general 
election. 


And for myself I say that, if I knew 
that every working man who possesses a 
Parliamentary franchise was prepared to 
give his vote in favour of trying this 
experiment, and if I knew that our 
colonies were ready to meet us in that 
experiment as fully as we could desire, I 
would not be a party to a trial of that 
experiment unless I were convinced in 
my heart and conscience that that experi- 
ment was justified on sound economical 
grounds and that there was reason to 
believe that it would tend to the benefit 
of the great masses of the people as well 
as to that of some of the more favoured 
sections of the working classes. There 
are other subjects on which no doubt 
inquiry is needed. There is the question 
of the information which might be 
supplied to us by chambers of com- 
merce as to the extent to which a 
change in the fiscal policy of our colonies 
might promote the exports and the 
interests of certain branches of our 
manufactures. There is the question 


‘of how far our colonies would be pre- 


not have been so rich or so prosperous, a | 


condition of things might have existed in 
which the problems with which we are 


pared to meet us. There is the further 
question whether it is possible for the 
wit of man to devise a scheme of 


‘preferential treatment which shall be 


now confronted might have been less, 


great, less momentous than they are 


fair as between ourselves and our 
colonies and as between each of our 
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colonies. But all these, in my judg- 
ment, are inferior in importance, and 
ought to be undertaken subsequently 
to, and are dependent on, the funda- 
mental 
referred—that of the economical effect 
on our own people and our own trade. 
In my judgment there is not much 
need for inquiry into political advan- 
tages. It is not mainly or primarily 


as a political arrangement that these 


changes are proposed to us. They are 
proposed to us as being expedient in 
themselves, independently of any political 
advantages by which they 
accompanied. If they are expedient in 
themselves—that is to say, if we have 
ail been, up to the present time, wrong 
in our political economy, if we have 
made a mistake—which I admit further 
inquiry as to the results of our policy 
may prove to be the case—if these 
proposed changes are economically 
sound, then there is no question that 
they will be politically expedient. On 
the other hand, if these political advan- 
tages—I admit they are great —can 
only be purchased at the expense of 
privation, hardship, and discontent on 
the part of our own people, then I say 
I can conceive no policy which would 
more certainly or more swiftly tend to 
the dissolution and disintegration of our 
Empire. 

My Lords, in what I have said I have 
not attempted so far, to discriminate 
between two branches of the policy 
which has been suggested to us—lI 
mean preferential trade with the 
eclonies and retaliation—I do not like 
the word—as regards other nations. 
Now, my Lords, the considerations to 
which I have referred apply to both of 
these, though not with equal force. Ido 
not think that either of these policies 
ought to be adopted unless it can be 
shown in the first instance that they 
are, or are likely to be, economically 
sound. But | do not for a moment 
compare in importance the results which 
might follow in each case. The policy of 
preferential treatment of our colonies 
founded on the taxation of food would be 
a policy which would be either irrevocable 
or, if reversed, the reversal must be 
attended with the most serious and 
grave consequences. 
I can conceive that an experiment in the 


The Duke of Devonshire. 
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question to which I have! 


may be | 


On the other hand, | 
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| direction of retaliation might be tried, 
| and, if found not to succeed, that it 
'might be reversed without any serious 
|injury to any great national interests. 
Now I come to the question how it is 
proposed this inquiry should be con- 
‘ducted. As far as the Government is 
concerned any inquiry they undertake 
/must be undertaken by themselves. It 
is an inquiry they will have to undertake 
by themselves with the expert assistance 
‘of the various Departments of the 
Government. I believe that most of the 
materials—indeed all the materials—for 
such an inquiry and discussion already 
exist, and a careful examination and 
exposition of those materials, aided by 
experts, would place every one of usin a 
position to grasp the main features of 
the question. Lentirely agree with what 
was said the other day by Lord Rosebery, 
and reiterated to-night, that the burden 
of proof rests upon those who proposed 
this change in our fiscal policy; and I 
have not the smallest doubt that that 
view is also shared by the statesman who 
proposed that change—Mr. Chamberlain 
himself. Indeed, that is the course 
which the inquiry and discussion has 
already taken. Mr. Chamberlain has 
opened his case. It remains for him to 
support it by the arguments and facts 
which led him to form his conclusions. 
Ultimately it will be for Parliament and 
the people to determine whether the 
facts and the arguments which he may 
bring forward do substantiate the case 
which is already opened. I believe every 
one is agreed—the supporters as well as 
the opponents of free imports—that no 
possible harm can result from aninquiry ; 
and the only charge which has been made 
against us is as to the manner in which 
the question has been raised for the 
consideration of the country. 


I wish those who think we are open 
to blame for the manner in which we 
have raised this discussion to consider 
what alternatives were open to us. The 
question has been raised for the con- 
sideration of his colleagues and the 
country by the Minister who is respon- 
sible for our colonial relatious.- Were 
his colleagues to refuse to entertain his 
proposals, either by way of action or by 
way of discussion or inquiry ? We were 
not prepared to entertain those proposals 
by way of any immediate action. We 
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were all agreed that there was a case for 
inquiry. The only question that 
remains is what the nature of that 
inquiry should be, whether it should be 
one conducted in secrecy within the four 
walls of the Cabinet room, or whether it 
should be an inquiry or discussion openly 
carried on before the public. We might 
have undertaken a secret inquiry. Its 
result must have been positive or nega- 
tive. If the result of the inquiry was 
positive, definite proposals would have 
been made by the Government, or by a 
reconstructed Government, or if the 
result were negative, the question would 
have been raised for the consideration of 


the country by astatesman in opposition. | 
In either case this question, the magni- | 


tude and importance of which is ad- 
mitted and cannot be ignored, would 
have to be submitted to an unprepared 
Party and the unprepared constituencies. 
It has been pointed out by the Prime 


Minister that the course which is sup- | 


posed to be the preferable one, the secret 


Cabinet inquiry, has been twice already | 


tried on momentous occasions by two 
great statesmen—in the first case by Sir 


Robert Peel in 1845, who carried his | 
policy, but destroyed his Party; and in | 


the second case by Mr. Gladstone in 
1886, who destroyed his Party, but did 
not carry his policy. Judging by the 
result of the experience which is within 


the recollection of every one of us, I | 


doubt whether any of Mr. Gladstone's 


colleagues who are sitting opposite me | 
would disagree with me in saying that | 


Mr. Gladstone might have been better 
advised if, instead of taking the course 
he did take, he had before the general 
election of 1885 taken both his colleagues 
and the country into his confidence and 
submitted to them the nature of his 
proposals with regard tothe government 
of Ireland. I do not say for a moment 
that his policy would have succeeded ; 
but he would have avoided that complete 
destruction and disruption of his Party 
from which it has been suffering ever 
since. 


It is said that open questions of this 
magnitude within the Cabinet are in- 
consistent with any idea of true Cabinet 
responsibility; that it is inconsistent 
with Ministerial responsibility that 
Ministers should differ on subjects of 


{15 JUNE 1903} 
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great and vital importance. In recent 
times the number of open questions 
upon which an immediate or early 
decision is required is more restricted 
than at some former periods; but I do 
not think that ever until the present 
occasion has it been held that there is 
anything inconsistent with due Minis- 
terial responsibility on an open question 
regarding policy upon which there is no 
question of taking anyimmediate action. 
The constitutional doctrine of Ministerial 
responsibility in the matter of open 
questions was laid down—some time ago, 
I admit, but I do not know that anybody 
has questioned his authority—in a speech 
by the late Lord Macaulay in the House 
of Commons. He set down his views 
|in favour of allowing complete freedom 
| of action and opinion of members of the 
| Cabinet, and he supported his position 
| by precedent drawn from the Administra- 
| tion of Mr. Pitt. Lord Macaulay said— 





‘*Let gentlemen run their minds over the 
| history of Mr. Pitt’s Administration. ‘ 
Excepting on such Motions brought forward 
| as attacks on Government, perfect liberty was 
| allowed to his colleagues, and that not merely 
on trifles, but on constitutional questions of 
vital importance. The question of Parlia- 
mentary reform was left open; Mr. Pitt and 
| Mr. Dundas were in favour of it, Lord 
Mulgrave and Lord Grenville against it. On 
the impeachment of Warren Hastings, like- 
wise, the different members of Government 
| were left to pursue their own course. ‘+ 
The important question respecting the powers 
of juries in cases of libel was left open; Mr. 
Pitt took a view favourable to granting them 
extensive powers, Lord Grenville and Lord 
Thurlow opposed him. The abolition of the 
slave trade was also an open question. Mr. 
Pitt and Lord Grenville were favourable to it ; 
Mr. Dundas and Lord Thurlow were among 
the most conspicuous defenders of the slave 
trade. AJl these instances had occurred in 
the space of about five years. Were they not 
sufficient tolprove how ab-urdly and ignorantly 
| those persons spoke who told us that the 
| practice of open questions was a mere innova- 
tion of our own time? There were men now 
living—great men, held in honour and 
| reverence—Lord Grey, Lord Wellesley, Lord 
! Holland, and others, who well remembered 
! that at an early period of their public life the 
| law of libel, the slave trade, Parliamentary 
reform, were all open questions, supported by 
one section of the Cabinet and opposed by 
another. Was this the effect of any extra- 
ordinary weakness or timidity on the part of 
the statesman then Prime Minister? No; 
Mr. Pitt was a man who even his enemies and 
detractors always acknowledged possessed a 
| manly, brave, and commanding spirit. And 
was the effect of his policy to enfeeble his 
Administration, to daunt its adherents, to 


} 
| 
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of the Opposition? On the contrary, never 
did a Ministry present a firmer or more serried 
front to opposition, nor had he the slightest 
doubt but that their strength was increased 
in consequence of giving each member more 
individual liberty.” 

I do not think that the defence of leaving 
open questions of great constitutional im- 
portance, always provided they are not 
ripe for immediate and instant action, is 
altogether inapplicable to the question 
now before us. I fully admit the position 
is in many respects a difficult one. The 
noble Earl has challenged me to say 
whether I think the position of the 
Government is a possible one. I admit 
it is difficult; but I say it is not an 
impossible one. When we are told that 
the position of the Government at the 
present time is an impossible one, what 
does it mean? I[t means that after a 
declaration has been made by a Minister 
somebody ought to have resigned. 


My Lords, I want to know who ought 
to have resigned. Ought the Prime 
Minister to have resigned because Mr. 
Chamberlain had invited discussion on a 
policy he had set forth, as to which the 
Prime Minister had not formed final 
conclusions—a policy as to which it was 
quite possible that on further examination 
he might find himself either wholly or in 
part in agreement? The position of the 
Prime Minister, if he had resigned as 
soon as that speech was made, and on 
further reflection found he agreed with 
it, would have been a most absurd one. 
Then, should Mr. Chamberlain resign ? 
Why should Mr. Chamberlain resign 
when he found that his colleagues, 
though they frankly avowed their present 
frame of mind, were willing to give an 
opportunity for opening a discussion on 
the question he raised? Why should 
those Members of the Cabinet who 
entertain grave doubts as to this policy, 
proposed for their future consideration 
and possibly for their future action, resign ? 
They were asked to take no immediate 
action except to vote for a Budget which 
was entirely consonant with the most 
pronounced free trade principles. It is 
very easy to talk about the Government 
being in an impossible position. Were 


those members of the Government who 
entertained doubts as to this policy to 
take the step of resigning and remove 
from the Cabinet the advantage of their 
presence in any discussion which might 


The Duke of Devonshire. 
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render them unable to withstand the attacks 





of the Country. 920 


hereafter arise upon this question? It 
is very easy to talk of the Cabinet being 
in an impossible position. I conceive 
that if it is considered what is actually 
meant by the suggestion, it would have 
been a far more illogical and untenable 
position if any of the Members of the 
Government had felt themselves called 
upon to resign, at this period, at all 
events, of the discussion. 


We, the Government, are not the only 
ones who may find themselves in a some- 
what difficult position. Candidates for 
seats in the House of Commons may no 
doubt find themselves in a somewhat 
difficult position, and may find themselves 
deprived of that clear and decided lead- 
ing which they generally look for and do 
not usually look for in vain. I am very 
sorry for some friends of mine whuw are 
placed in this position. The only advice 
I can offer to them is to say that the 
more they act on their own convictions 
and judgment, and the less they allow 
their conduct to be guided by what they 
may suppose to be the wishes of their 
constituents, the better for them. I con- 
ceive that it is the duty of any man who 
aspires to the honour of a seat in the 
other House of Parliament, on a question 
of such national magnitude and impor- 
tance as this, to endeavour to the best of 
his ability to form his own judgment, 
and to be influenced as little as need be 
by what he may suppose to be the wishes 
and the opinions of those whom he seeks 
to represent. The only persons, as far 
as I can see, who are placed in no diffi- 
culty are noble Lords opposite; they 
think that both the principles and results. 
of our present system, which | have said 
is not free trade, are so clear and have 
been so conspicuously approved, that no 
inquiry is required or even is permissible. 
I believe they will find themselves to 
be* mistaken. I believe they, will be 
compelled, whether they like it or not, 
to take their share in this great inquest 
which is to be opened. I believe they 
will find that the people of this country 
are not at the present time so deeply 
impressed with the absolute perfection of 
our present fiscal and commercial policy 
that they will view with much favour the 
action of those who refuse even to inquire 
whether it has been, as they believe, 
a success, or whether, as is held in 
other quarters, it has been but an in- 


complete success and is tending towards 
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failure. I believe the best friends of free 
trade will be found to be those who are 
willing usefully to enter into a full and 
fair inquiry, not as to its principles, which, 
perhaps, we may take for granted, but as 
to its consequences and results. And I 
believe for myself that the result of any 
such inquiry will be to establish more 
firmly the essential principles which 
underlie our policy, although it may be 
found, possibly, that some modification 
and alteration of our arrangements may 
tend to strengthen and consolidate and 
make more unassailable and permanent a 
system founded essentially upon the 
principle of free trade 


The subject was then dropped. 


NEW BILL, 


BISHOPRICS OF SOUTHWARK AND 
BIRMINGHAM BILL [H.L.}. 

A Bill to provide for the constitution 
of Bishoprics of Southwark and Birming- 
ham, and for matters incidental thereto— 
Was presented by the Lord Belper; 
read 14, to be printed; and to be read 
2* on Friday next. (No. 104.) 


EDUCATION (BORROWING) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons. Read 
1"; to be printed ; and to be read 2* on 
Tuesday, the 23rd instant.—(The Lord 
Kenyon.) (No. 105.) 


UNION OF BENEFICES ACT, 
AMENDMENT BILL [H.L.]. 


Read 3* (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


1860, 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
ast Twelve o’clock a.m. till 
alf-past Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 15th June, 1903. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


MILITARY MAN(CEUVRES (ORDER IN 
COUNCIL). 

The CoMPTROLLER OF THE HOUSEHOLD 

reported His Majesty’s Answer to the 

Address of the 18th May, as followeth :— 


“I have received your Address pray- 
ing that) will make the Order in 
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Bill Business. 


Council under the Military Manoeuvres 
Act, 1897,a draft of which was presented 
to your House on the 17th February 
last. 

“I will comply with your ac vice.” 
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CHEW’S FOUNDATION. 

The CompTRoLLer OF THE HOUSEHOLD 
reported His Majesty’s Answer to the 
Address of the 28th April, as followeth :— 

‘**T have received your address pray- 
ing that I will withhold my assent to the 
Scheme under the Endowed Schools 
Act, 1869, and amending Acts, for the 
management of the Charity of Chew’s 
Foundation, in the parish of Dunstable, 
in the county of Bedford, founded by 
deed of the 16th day of December, 1724. 

“T will comply with your advice.” 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
| B USL NE SS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- 

ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 

COMPLIED WITH). 

| Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report 
‘from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
| for Private Bills. That, in the case of 
| the following Bills, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. :— 

Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill; Pier and Harbour Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Pier and 
Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 4) 
Bill; Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 5) Bill; Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill. 


Ordered, that the Bills 


second time to-morrow. 





be read a 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lorps] 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH), 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in 
the case of the following Bill, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. :— 

Education Board Provisional Orders 
Confirmation (East Ham, ec.) Bill 
[Lords]. 
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Ordered, that the 
second time to-morrow. 


Bill be read a! 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING (LONDON) BILL) 
[Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS APPLIC- 
ABLE THERETOCOMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SpeakeR laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, pursuant to 

the Order of the House of the 11th day 

of June, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bill, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied 
with, viz. :— 

Electric Bill 

[ Lords]. 


Dover Corporation Bill. Read the third 
time, and passed. 


Lighting (London) 


Knott End Railway (Extension of 
Time) Bill [Lords]. Read the third time, | 
and passed, without Amendment. 


Merthyr Tydfil Urban District Council 
Bill ; Wigan Corporation Tramways Bill. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


Aston Manor Improvement Bill{ Lords}; 
British Gas Light Company (Norwich) 
Bill [Lords] ; Cardiff Railway Bill [ Lords}; 
Chard Corporation Gas and Electricity 
Bill |Lords|; Dewsbury, Batley, and 
Birstal Tramways Bill ~~ ; Hastings 
Tramways (Extensions) Bill [Lords| ; 
Jewish Colonisation Association Bill 
Lords}; King’s College, London, Bill 
aoe London, Brighton, and South 
oast Railway Bill [Lords]; Pontypridd 
Urban District Council Bill [Lords] ; 
Port Talbot Railway and Docks Bill 
[Lords] ; Preston, Chorley, and Horwich 
Tramways Bill [Lords]; St. Philip’s 
Chapel (Regent Street) Bill [Lords]; , 
Sheffield and South Yorkshire Navigation | 
Bill [Lords]; South Lancashire Tram- 
ways Bill { Lords]; Torquay Corporation 
Water Bill {Lords}; Tynemouth and 
District Tramways Bill { Lords]; Worthing | 
Corporation (Tramways Bill [Lords]. | 
Read a second time, and committed. 


Local Government Provisional Orders | 
(No. 10) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill ; Local 
‘xovernment Provisional Orders (No. 14) | 
Bill ; Local Government Provisional Order | 
(No. 16) Bill; Local Government | 
Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill. , 
Read the third time, and passed. 


{COMMONS} 


| Order Confirmation 


Cruelty to Children Act, 1894.” 


9 


Caledonian Railway Order Confirmation 


Bill Business, 24 


| Bill; Edinburgh Corporation (Markets, 
Slaughter Houses, «&c.) ’ 


Order Con- 
Grangemouth Water 
Bill ; Lanarkshire 
Electricity and Refuse Destruction Order 
Confirmation Bill. Read the third time 
and passed. 


firmation Bill ; 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill [Lords]. Read a second 
time, and committed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—Lanark- 
shire and Ayrshire Railway Order 
Confirmation Bill; Dundee Royal 


Lunatic Asylum Order Confirmation Bill : 
Burgess Hill and St. John’s Common 
Gas Bill ; Scarborough Gas Bill ; Sitting 


bourne District Gas Bill, without 
Amendment. 
Midland Railway Bill, Winchester 


| Water and Gas Bill, with Amendments. 


Amendment to—Cleveland and Dur- 


ham County Electric Power Bill 
[Lords]. 
Amendments to — India Rubber, 


Gutta Percha, and Telegraph Works 
Company Bill [Lords], without Amend- 
ment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to amend The Prevention of 
Pre- 
vention of Cruelty to Children (Amend- 
ment) Bill (Lords). | 


Also, a Bill, intituled,“‘An Act toconfirm 
a Provisional Order under The Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, relating to the North British 


Railway.” [North British Railway 
(General Powers) Order Confirmation 


Bill (Lords). | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
confirm a Provisional Order under The 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899 relating to St. Luke’s Church 


and Parish Quoad Sacra, Edinburgh.” 


[St. Luke’s Church and Parish Quoad 
Sacra, Edinburgh, Order Confirmation 
Bill (Lords). | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
authorise the Hastings Harbour District 
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Railway Company to construct deviation 
railways and new railways; to raise 
additional capital; and for other pur- 
poses.” [Hastings Harbour District 
tailway Bull (Lords). | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
authorise the Mayor, Aldermen, and 


Citizens of the city of Rochester to) 


construct tramways and street improve- 
ments ; and for other purposes.” { Roches- 
ter Corporation Tramways and Improve- 
ments Bill (Lords). } 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for 
incorporating and conferring powers on 
the North Western Electricity and 
Power-Gas Company; and for other 
purposes.” [North Western Electricity 
and Power-Gas Bill (Lords). ] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to} 
Nottinghamshire and | 


incorporate the 
Derbyshire Tramways Company, and to 
empower that Company to make and 
maintain tramways and other works in 


the counties of Nottingham and Derby ; | 


and for other purposes.” 
shire and Derbyshire 
(Lords). | 


| Nottingham- 
Tramways Bill 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for 


incorporating and conferring powers on | 


the Fife Electric Power Company.” 
[Fife Electric Power Bill (Lords). ] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
separate University College, Liverpool, 
from the Victoria University, and to 
merge it in the University of Liverpool 
when constituted ; and to transfer all the 
property and liabilities of the said Uni- 
versity College to the University of 
Liverpool when constituted; and for 
other purposes.” [Liverpool University 


sill (Lords). } 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
extend the time for the completion of 
certain railways by the Barry Railway 
Company; to confirm an agreement 
between the Company and certain land- 
owners ; to empower the Company to 
raise additional capital, and for other 
purposes.” [Barry Railway Bill (Lords). } 


Also, a Rill, intituled, ‘An Act to 
confer further powers on the Didcot, 
Newbury, and Southampton Railway 
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Bill Business. 


Company.” [Didcot, Newbury, 
Southampton Railway Bill (Lords). ] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act for 
extending the time for the purchase of 
certain lands and completion of certain 
railways by the Taff Vale Railway Com- 
pany ; for enabling the company to work 
their railways by electrical power ; and 
| for other purposes.” [Taff Vale Railway 
Bill (Lords). ] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
confer powers on the Urban District 
Council of Willesden with respect to their 
electric lighting undertaking and _ re- 
creation grounds, streets, buildings, sani- 
tary, and other matters for the good 
government of their district; and to 
transfer to them the powers of the Vestry 
of the Parish of Willesden ; and for other 
purposes.” [Willesden Urban District 
Council Bill (Lords). | 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act 
to enable the Scottish American Mort- 
gage Company, Limited, to create pre- 
ference stock; to enlarge its powers ; 
|and for other purposes.” [Scottish 
American Mortgage Company, Limited, 


Bill (Lords). | 


Hastings Harbour District Railway Bill 
|{Lords]; Rochester Corporation Tram- 
| ways and Improvements Bill [Lords] ; 
North Western Electricity and Power 
Gas Bill [Lords]; Nottinghamshire and 
Derbyshire Tramways Bill | Lords] ; Fife 
Electric Power Bill [Lords]; Liverpool 
University Bill [Lords]; Barry Railway 


Bill [Lords]; Dideot, Newbury, and 
Southampton Railway Bill [Lords]; 
Taff Vale Railway Bill {Lords}; 


Willesden Urban District Council Bill 
[Lords]; Scottish American Mortgage 
Company, Limited, Bill [Lords]. Read 
the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


St Luke’s Church and Parish Quoad 
Sacra, Edinburgh, Order Confirmation 
Bill |Lords]. To be considered j{to- 
morrow. 





| North British Railway (General 
| Powers) Order Confirmation Bill {Lords}. 
| Read the first time ; to be read a second 
| time upon Tuesday, 23rd June, and to be 
| printed. [Bill 245. 
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PETITIONS. 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE BILL. 
Peti ion from Liverpool, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
COUNTY COURTS JURISDICTION 
EXTENSION BILL. 


Petition from Macclesfield, in favour 
to lie upon the Table. 





DETENTION OF POOR PERSONS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour : from Wiston and 
Roberton ; and Avondale; to lie upon 
the Table. 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL. 
Petition from Forres, for alteration ; | 
to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION FOR 
NON-RENEWAL) BILL 
Petitions against: from North Derby- 


shire ; and Barnard Castle; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER 
BILL. 


Petitions against: from North Derby- 
shire ; and Barnard Castle; to lie upon 
the Table. 

LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

Petition from Inverness, for altera- 

tions ; to lie upon the Table. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL. 
Petition from Leicester, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES. 
Petitions for alteration of law: from 
Bootle ; and Macclesfield; to lie upon 
the Table. 


PORT OF LONDON BILL. 
Petition from Chatham Corporation, 
against (praying to be heard by 

Counsel) ; to lie upon the Table, 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EXPLOSIONS (EXPLOSION OF GUN- 
POWDER AT SEDGWICK, NEAR 
KENDAL). 

Copy presented, of Report by Captain 

M. B. Lloyd, His Majesty’s Inspector of 
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Explosives, to the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, on the circum- 
stances attending explosions of gun- 
powder which occurred in the glazing and 
corning houses of the Factory of the 
Sedgwick Gunpowder Company, Limited, 
at Sedgwick, near Kendal, Westmoreland, 
on the 30th March, 1903 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL TAXATION ACCOUNT 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1898. 

Copy presented, of Return showing the 
Total Payments into and out of the Local 
Taxation (Scotland) Account for the 
financial year 1902-3 [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


DUBLIN HOSPITALS. 


Copy presented, of Forty-fifth Report of 
the Board of Superintendence, with 
Appendices, for the year 1902-3 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


ROYAL UNIVERSITY OF IRELAND. 

Copy presented, of Twenty-first Report 
of the Royal University of Ireland, being 
for the year 1902 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 
1894 AND 1896. 


Copies presented, of Fourteen Orders 
relating to the landing in Great Britain 


of Foreign Animals [by Act]; to lie upon 


the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2994 and 2995 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


AUSTRALIAN MAIL SERVICE. 


Copy presented, of Despatch to the 
Governor General of Australia relating to 
the Exclusive Employment of White 
Labour [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 

Copies presented, of Colonial Reports, 
Nos. 386 (Falkland Islands, Annual 
Report for 1902) and 387 (Gibraltar, 
Annual Report for 1902) {by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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NAVY (BERTHING ACCOMMODATION). 

Copy presented, of Report of the Com- 
mittee appointed by the Lords Commis- 
sioners of the Admiralty to consider the 
question of the Berthing Accommodation | 
for His Majesty’s ships in the dockyards 
and other waters, and also the moorings 
and material required [by Command] ; to | 
lie upon the Table. 


Questions. 


WUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Importation of Milk. 

Sm EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer | 
setshire, E.): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether the Chairman of the 
Board of Customs is prohibited by statute 
from giving the names and addresses of 
persons importing milk from abroad ; and | 
whether, if it is desired that the names of 
such persons should be made public, legis- 
lation would be required ; and, if so, if 
the Government will introduce a Bill for 
such purpose. 


(Answered by Mr. Elliot.) »The Board 
of Customs are not prohibited by 
statute from giving the names and |, 
addresses of the importers of milk. The 
names of such importers are in fact pub- 
lished in the periodical Customs Bill of 
Entry for certain ports, which are avail- 
able to subscribers. It is, however, the 
duty of the Board of Customs to exercise 
discretion as to the supply of information 
to persons making inquiry about the 
business of others. 


Life-Saving Precautions on Board Ship. | 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield | 
Central): To ask the President of the | 
Board of Trade if, with a view to the. 
saving of life among passengers in the | 
event of ships colliding at sea or meeting 
with other accidents, he will consider the | 
advisability of requiring passenger lines | 
to place a notice over every berth, | 
showing to which boat station the 
occupant should repair in the event of | 
collision, fire, or mishap requiring taking 
to the boats. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) 1} 
appreciate the motives of my hon. and | 
gallant friend, but I fear the adoption of | 
his suggestion is impracticable. In the | 
opinion of the Board of Trade, any) 
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attempt to allot boat stations to pas 
sengers by previous notice would, in the 
event of disaster, be not only useless but 
dangerous. The first duty of the captain 
in case of serious accident is to save the 
women and children; and the responsi- 
bility of doing the best for all is one that 
can only be safely left to him. 


Preservation of Big Game in Africa. 


Sir HARRY SETON-KARR (St. 
Helens): To ask the Under Secretary of 


| State for Foreign Affairs whether the 


provisions of the Internat onal Confer- 
ence, held in London in May, 1899, for 
the preservation of big game in Africa 
have now been ratified by all the 
Powers represented thereat ; and, if not, 
what Powers have not done so and for 
what reasons; whether the provisions 
of the conference are now being 
carried out in all parts of Africa under 
the control of the Foreign Office, and 
particularly if the prohibition of the 
export of elephant tusks under 11 lbs. 
in weight is being strictly enforced, and 
by what means; also whether, having 
regard to the regulation that licensees 
must make a return of game killed, these 
returns from the date the regulation 
come into force can be collected from all 
territories in Africa under the control of 
the Foreign Office and presented to 
Parliament ; and whether he can state 
in what game reserves in Africa officials 
and natives are allowed to kill game, 
and to what extent and under what 
conditions ; also to what extent and at 
what cost the sanctity of the game 
reserves in Africa is enforced by game 
wardens, police, or otherwise. 


(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) The 
ratifications of the Powers have not been 
deposited owing to the fact that in 
signing the Convention the French 
Government reserved its obligation to 
ratify until Abyssinia and Liberia had 
acceded. These Powers had been re- 
peatedly urged to accede, but have 
hitherto hesitated to do so owing to 
their fear that they may not be able to 
carry out all the provisions of the Con- 
vention. Negotiations with them are 
still proceeding. The provisions of the 
Convention are now being carried out in 
all the Protectorates under the control of 
the Foreign Office by means of the game 

21 
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regulations. These regulations forbid, | Issue of Silver Coinage. 
amongst other things, the export of | Si JOHN LENG (Dundee): To asx 
elephant tusks under 11 lbs. in weight,;Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
and it is the duty of all administrative | whether the £425,000 of small coins 
officers of the Protectorates and of the} held by the Bank of England readv for 
aoe bees See ee 
J “ce |late or present reign; and whether 
impossible to collect accurate returns of supplies a coin pag obtained by 
the game killed under licences, but the! others as well as bankers. 
returns for 1901-2 for the British Cen- 
tral Africa Protectorate were laid before) (Answered by Mr. Ritchie.) Of the 
Parliament in August last (No. 2872 of | ¢495 000 silver ijn held by the Bank 
the Annual Series of the Diplomatic and | 4¢ England, £417,000 is Victorian and 
Apel! last ee handins a Re S08 “fit for circulation ; the balance of £8,000 
‘li 1as se < 78 a _- A — De f' : 
of the Annual Series of the Diplomatic nee eins of ‘any deneaimation od 
and Consular Reports). Those for East |; any quantity desired, are issued to the 
Africa and Uganda will be laid shortly. . RE 
ogg lag, ep: ’* general public on personal application at 
Officials are not allowed to shoot game in: tetil ates atthe Mania’ “wheat 
for the purposes of sport in any of the j + id e Ba, k ‘E i My we pe 
reserves in the Protectorates administered “’ 8° Pe h Ss = ye yy f 
by the Foreign Office. It has not yet heen | ®* country branches of the bank o 
: England in exchange for gold or notes 


found possible to deal with the natives in : 
— of the particular branch of the Bank at | 


those reserves in such a way as to pre- ch ae age 4 
vent their hunting game within them, but Which application is made. A further 
sum of £10,000 in sixpences of this 


the importation of firearms is carefully : : / 
year’s date was issued to the Bank on 


checked and natives are not allowed to ; , : d 
own weapons of precision as defined in| the 9th instant and is available for issue. 


the Brussels Act. As already stated, it 
is the duty of all administrative officials India -Examination of Packages crossing 
to see that the game regulations are the Tibetan Frontier. 
enforced ; and in the East Africa Pro- Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
tectorate a special officer with the title shire, W.): To ask the Secretary of State 
of game ranger has been appointed for for India whether he is aware that an 
the purpose at a salary of £250, with order has recently been issued to open 
£100 for expenses. There is no other and to examine all export packages 
sum specially appropriated to game passing from India across the Tibetan 
preservation. Observations on the pre- | frontier; and whether the Government 
servation of game in the Soudan will be | of India will take steps to prevent this 
found at page 80 of Egypt, No. 1 (1903), | interference with trade along this route. 
laid before the House in April of this 
year. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord Ceorge 
' ’ Hamilton.) The Government of India 

Treatment of Jews in Roumania. | have found it necessary to establish posts 

Major EVANS GORDON (Tower | on our side of the frontier to prevent the 
Hamlets, Stepney): To ask the Under | export of military stores to Tibet. I see 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, no reason to disapprove these pre- 
whether recent correspondence relating cautionary measures. 
to the treatment of the Jews in Rou- 
mania can now be laid upon the Table. Importation of Canadian Cattle. 

THe MASTER or ELIBANK (Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian): To ask the hon. Mem- 
ber for Huntingdonshire, as representing 
the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture, whether the attention of the 
Department has been directed to the 
circumstances of the alleged outbreak of 
sa contagious pleuro-pneumonia among a 
+ See (4) Debates, cxiv., 1231. cargo of Canadian cattle in 1892, on 


(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) 1 fear 
that I have nothing to add to the 
answer which I gave to my hon. friend 
on the 18th of November last.+ There 
has been no further correspondence 
since that date of any material impor- 
tance. 
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account of which an embargo was im- 
posed and is maintained on the importa- 
tion of these cattle ; and, if so, whether 
the Department can now remove it in 
the interests of British feeders and 


Canadian ranchers. 


(Answered by Mr, Ailwyn Fellowes.) 
The circumstances to which the hon. 
Member refers are of course well known 
to the Board of Agriculture. They are 
fully detailed in Parliamentary Papers 
which were issued at the time. There 
is no special embargo applicable to cattle 
imported from Canada, but in pursu- 
ance of The Diseases of Animals Act, 
1896, all animals imported to this 
country from abroad must beslaughtered 
at the port of landing. This require- 
ment cannot be set aside by any order 
of the Board. I may add that the ques- 
tion of the admission of store cattle into 
the United Kingdom has been carefully 
examined, and that my noble friend sees 
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experiments on dogs without anesthetics 
for the purpose of investigating the 
phenomena of death from drowning ; is 
he aware that these experiments have 
hitherto been conducted under chloro- 
form ; and will he take steps to prevent 
the infliction of cruelty which the ex- 
periments authorised involve. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) Professor Schafer has ob- 
tained the certificates required by the 
Act to enable him to perform certain 
experiments on dogs for the purpose of 
investigating, not the phenomena of 
death from drowning, but the best 
means of effecting resuscitation in cases 
of apparentdrowning. The experiments 
will be performed on behalf of the Royal 
Medical and Chirurgical Society of 
London, who have appointed a com- 
mittee to consider this question. I am 
aware that Professor Schifer has per- 
formed experiments on the effect of 


no reason to depart from the policy | immersion on anesthetised dogs, but I 


adopted by his predecessor and endorsed | am informed that the use of anesthetics 
in this House by a very large majority | frustrated the object of the experiments. 





so recently as February last. 


New Road from the Mall to Charing 
Cross. 





| In view of the great importance of the 


subject in connection with the saving of 
human life, and of the strong recom- 
mendations received in support of the 


Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea): To ask | €xperiments, | have not felt justified in 


the hon. Member for West Derbyshire, 
as representing the First Commissioner 
of Works, whether he will have placed 
in the Tea Room plans and drawings 
showing how it is proposed to carry 
out the opening of the Mall into 


Charing Cross. 


(Answered bu Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The plan that it is hoped will be carried 
out is substantially the same as that 
shown in a plan attached to the Report 
of the Select Committee upon the 
Public Offices (Appropriation of Sites) 
of 1896 (House of Commons Paper, 


No. 310). 


Experiments on Dogs without 
Anesthetics. 


Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth): 
To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether, as 
reported at a recent meeting of the 
Committee of the Royal Medical and 
Chirurgical Society, Professor Schafer 


has obtained permission to conduct | 





disallowing the certificates. 


Hooliganism in the Metropolis. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the case of the 
death at Southwark of a young man, 
through injuries received on 29th May 
in the Walworth Road, owing to assault by 
three roughs, and to the remarks of the 
coroner upon the amount of hooliganism 
in the district, and of the danger of 
walking about the Borough, even in 
broad daylight ; and, if so, whether steps 
will be taken to increase the police pro- 
tection inthat district, especially owing 
to the small increase in the police force 
in the Metropolitan area during the last 
ten years. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) So far as I can ascertain by 
inquiry into the case to which the hon. 
Member refers, the young man was 
struck by two men with whom he was 


2s 
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walking ; he was at work next day, and 
it was not till a day or two afterwards 
that he complained of being ill. The 
death may have been attributable to 
injuries received on the 29th May ; but 
the coroner's jury found that the evidence 
was not sufficient to show the cause of 
it, and they returned an open verdict. 
No complaint was made to the police by 
the deceased, nor does the case appear 
to be one of hooliganism at all. No com- 


Questions. 


{COMMONS} 


936, 


shire County Council, that Council can 
certainly determine the personnel of its 
education committee. As Sutton-in- 
Ashfield is not an autonomous area, 
there is nothing to disqualify the head 
teacher of the Board school in that area 
from being a member of the Urban Dis- 
trict Council, unless, in the view of the: 
Board of Education or the County 
Council, his duties on the Urban District 
Council should interfere with the proper 


Questions. 





plaints have been received by the police | discharge of his duties as a teacher. 


from the coroner, and I have no reason 
to suppose that the number of police in 
the Borough is not adequate for the 
reasonable requirements of the district. 


Mr MARKHAM: Toask the Secretary 
to the Board of Education whether his. 
| attention has been called to a circular 
issued by the Nottinghamshire County 
eamenn Council tothe Urban District Councils of 

x > a ‘this county with reference to the 

Dr. _FARQUHARSON : (Aberdeen- | appointment of school managers under 
shire, W.): To ask the President of the | the Education Act of 1902 in which the 
Local Government Board what progress | Nottinghamshire County Council have 


has been made in the investigations by ‘decided that no one shall be eligible to 
the Royal Commission on Tuberculosis 


a the past — ——~ on = two | ——— pe per ty" —— a 
arms at Stansted, lent by Sir James | 1- aa mre j 
Blyth ; and whether a Report will | ve iuay ws employed _ thet school ; 
diciie ten intial _and will he state if the Nottinghamshire 

. _County Council have any power under 
as | the Education Act to enforce this rule, 
and if not, will he call upon them to at 
| once withdraw this circular. 





Tuberculosis Seeniesien Saget of 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) 
informed that considerable progress has 
been made in the investigations instituted 
by the Royal Commission. It is stated, | _ re 
however, that the ground to be covered | (Answered by Sir William Anson.) My 
by the experiments is very extensive, and | attention has not been called to. the 
that some time must necessarily elapse | circular in question. There is nothing 
before any Report by the Commission | to prevent a County Council from deter- 
can be issued. : 'mining the qualifications or disqualifica- 
tions for managers chosen by itself, but 
‘not for managers chosen by the minor 
| local authority. Under the circumstances 
| stated in the Question I see no reason 
‘for the intervention of the Board of 
| Education. 


Education Committees —Eligibility 
for Membership. 

Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) : To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Education whether the Not- 
tinghamshire County Council have any 
power under the Education Act of 1902 
to prevent the chairman of the Sutton- | Mr. BUTCHER (York): To ask the 
in-Ashfield Urban District Council, who | Chief Secretary to i Dyed Lieutenant 
is the head teacher of the central Board | of Ireland whether he can state the gross 
schools, trom serving on the local educa- | rental of lands in the Court of the Irish 
tion committee ; and whether the fact of | Land Judge in the hands of receivers 
this gentleman being the head teacher | pefore the application of the Act of 1896, 
of the Board schools disqualifies him | and the gross rental of lands at present 
from being a member of the Urban Dis- | jn the hands of such receivers. 
trict Council. | 


Rental of Lands in Irish Land Court. 


| (Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 

(Answered by Sir William Anson.) If | rental of lands in this Court in the hands 
the local education committee referred | of receivers in the year 1895 was 
to is the committee of the Nottingham-' £793,821. In the year 1902, the latest 
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period for which the figures are at present 
available, the rental was £449,106. 
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(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) There 


Questions. 


It | are no official records in existence that 


is right to state that these amounts) would enable such a Return to be 
include the rental of non-agricultural | prepared. 


hereditaments as well as agricultural, 
and of estates managed for other Judges 
of the Chancery Division where no order 
for sale has been made. 


Inquiry into Condition of Irish Blind. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the Commission appointed by the Lord 
Lieutenant to inquire into the Poor Law 
system will embrace an inquiry into the 


Fixing of Rates in Cork. 
Mr. J. F. X. O7BRIEN (Cork): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuten 


‘ant of Ireland whether his attention has 


| 


condition of the Irish blind; and, if not, , 
can he see his way to widen the scope | 


of the inquiry with a view to securing 
this object. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) It will 
be competent to the Commission to 
inquire into the condition of the blind 
who are relieved from the poor rates. 


Salary of Manual Instructresses in 
Irish National Schools. 
(Cork Co., 


Mr. GILHOOLY wa 


To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
of the fact that manual instructresses in 
national schools give instruction in 
needlework, kindergarten, hand and eye 
training, and object lessons, and give 
service during the entire school day, and 
that £24 per annum is the maximum 
salary for such service, he will recom- 
mend that a portion of the Equivalent 
Grant or some other fund be allocated 
for increasing their salaries. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) I am 
not yet in a position to make an 
announcement in reference to the 
allocation of this Grant. 


Evictions in County Tipperary. 

Mr. CONDON (Tipperary, E.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will grant a 
Return of the names, valuations, and 
causes of evictions of tenants in the 
county of Tipperary during the fifties, 
sixties, and seventies, where such lands 
remain on owners’ hands, together with 
names of local representatives of each 
evicted tenant. 


| been called to a difficulty now experienced 


by the County Borough Council of Cork, 
due to the impossibility of levying the 
rates in time to provide funds for Poor 
Law and municipal purposes, owing to the 
fact that the revised valuation lists do not 


| come to hand from the General Valuation 


Office, Dublin, before 1st March, the time 
fixed by statute ; that the financial year 
begins on Ist April, leaving only one 
month for fixing the rates and the prepara- 
tion of the rate book, which requiresat least 
seven weeks ; and whether, seeing that the 
Board of Guardians are now instructing 
their law agents to proceed against the 
corporation, while the Local Govern- 
ment Board will not permit the Council 
to pay interest to the bank on an over- 
draft, he will say what steps he proposes 
to take to deal with this difficulty. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) My at- 
tention has been directed to this matter 
by a communication received from the 
hon. Member. In the case of counties 
no difficulty should be experienced in 
paying these demands in advance, as 
the Councils receive an instalment of 
the Agricultural Grant at the end of 
March, as well as other advances from 
the Local Taxation Account. But in 
some of the county boroughs difficulty 
has been experienced in making the pay- 
ments referred to in the early part of 
the financial year. I am inquiring 
whether it is practicable by administra- 
tive action to provide a remedy to meet 
the latter difficulty. 


South African War—Militia Officers’ 
Gratuity. 

Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
why an officer of Militia who has served 
in South Africa for two years with em- 
bodied battalion is not eligible for the 
£100 allowance. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 


It is not clear to what grant reference is 
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made, but the terms on which the outfit 


(Questions. 


allowance was granted have been ex- | 
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*Toe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 


Questions. 


plained in previous replies + to Questions | ford): The Report of the Committee is 
put by my hon. and gallant friend, to | now under consideration. There are at 


which I fear I can add nothing. 


South African War Compensation Claims. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To | 


ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, in view of the fact that the 


pensation which have been lodged by the 


at the sum required for the satisfaction 
of these claims. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
The Government has never undertaken 
to satisfy claims for compensation for 
war losses in the Transvaal and Orange 
River Colony. As far as ex-burghers of 
the late Republics are concerned, the 
£3,000,000 which has been set apart for 
them was fixed by Article 10 of the 
Terms of Surrender. It will be dis- 
tributed pro rata among those who have 
suffered war losses and are in actual 
want of relief. The £2,000,000 set apart 
for British subjects, neutral foreigners, 
and natives will be distributed pro rata 
among all who are held to be entitled to 
some compensation for war losses. It is 
a sum estimated by Lord Milner to be 


sufficient to provide each recipient with , 


a larger measure of compensation than 
the ex-burghers will receive from the 
£3,000,000 above referred to. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Army Veterinary Department. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he can say when the recom- 
mendations of the Committee appointed 
to consider the condition of the Army 
Veterinary Department will be brought 
into force, as the last meeting of this 
Committee took placein February ; and, 
whether, seeing that there are now 
35 vacancies in the Army Veterinary 


Department, and it is 20 per cent. | 


below its authorised peace establishment, 
he will state how many candidates there 
are for these vacancies. 








t+ See (4) Debates, exvi., 911. 


. Picay i the 
Colonial Office is unable to state the | 
number and amount of claims for com- | 


S.): 


present five candidates and thirty-six 


vacancies. 


The Somaliland Operations. 
Captain NORTON: I beg to ask 
Secretary of State for War 
whether he has any information to 
give with reference to the statement 


4 ; ~~ | in the Press to the effect that the Mullah 
Transvaal and Orange River Colonies, 
will he state how the Department arrives | 


has cut the British lines of communica- 
tion between Galadi and _ Bohotle; 
whether Colonel Cobbe, now at Galadi, 
can return to General Manning; and 


whether General Manning can render 


any assistance to Colonel Cobbe. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The Government 
are not in possession of more information 
with regard to the position of Colonel 
Cobbe and the movements of the 
Mullah than has been published in the 
Press this morning. On the other hand, 
some five or six weeks ago instructions 
were sent to General Manning to con- 
centrate at Bohotle ; and, according to 
the estimate given us, a considerable 
portion of General Mannings force 
would be already concentrated at Bohotle. 
But I have telegraphed for particulars 
from the officer commanding at Bohotle. 


Captain NORTON : But the force is 
cut off from its base ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I have said nothing 
to indicate that in any way. I have no 
information corroborative of some private 
telegrams which have appeared in one of 
the newspapers to that effect. 


New Army Cap. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, Fare- 
ham): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War who is responsible for the design 
of the new German cap for the British 
Army ; whether it was adopted with a 
view to increasing the popularity of the 
service ; and whether he is aware that 
there has been a marked falling off in the 
number of applicants for enlistment since 
the new cap has come into wear. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILIL (Donegal, 
Before the right hon. Gentleman 
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answers may I ask if the right hon. 
Gentleman will consider the desirability 
of referring the whole question of the 
new military outfit to a Committee of 
Milliners ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK : The new cap was 
designed to give better protection to the 
head, with the addition of a cap cover, 
than the late field cap which was not 
found to give sufficient protection in the 
manceuvres of 1898. It was designed by 
the Army Clothing Committee in 1901, 
and the year following its introduction 
the largest number of recruits joined the 
Army who have enlisted since the short 
service system was instituted. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Was 
it at the instance of the War Office that 
this cap was sent over to the Irish police ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Naval Bases. 

Mr. ROSE (Cambridgeshire, New- 
market): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether it is intended to 
establish a naval base at Sydney (Cape 
Breton), at an early date in view of the 
maintenance of a strong French squadron 
at St. Pierre, Miquelon. 


Tue SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARrnoup-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): The reply is in the negative. 


Germany and Canadian Tariffs. 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether, in view of the fact that Canada 
has differentiated against Germany as 
compared with certain European nations 
other than the mother country, he pro- 
poses to protect Canada from being on 
this ground removed by Germany from 
the category of a most favoured nation 
by imposing retaliatory duties in Great 
Britain against Germany. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Canada has only differ- 
entiated against Germany after it had 
been for five years excluded from the 
most-favoured-nation treatment in that 
country in consequence of the preference 
voluntarily given by Canada to the 
mother country. The situation thus 
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created is one of the subjects to which I 
have recently called the attention of the 
country, oak in regard to which I have 
invited discussion. 


Mr. BLACK: May I take it that 
Canada did not differentiate in favour of 
France at the same time that she differ- 
entiated in favour of the mother country. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The hon. 
Member is aware that the differentiation 
was in favour of the mother country, 
accompanied by the statement that certain 
preferences would be given to any British 
possession, or, in fact, to any other country 
which gave reciprocal treatment. 


Boer Grievances. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushciiffe) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether 
General Louis Botha has summoned a 
public meeting at Heidelberg, Transvaal, 
for the 20th June, to discuss various 
political grievances ; and, if so, will he 
state what is the nature of the matters 
to be brought before the meeting; and 
whether any communications on the 
subject have passed between Lord Milner 
and the Colonial Office, and in that case 
will he lay copies thereof upon the 


Table. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: | have no 
information on the subject beyond what 
I have read in the Press. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman inquire into this serious 
matter ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, Sir. 


Dynamite Duty in South Africa. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether, during 
the autumn of last year, he received 
petitions from British dynamite manu- 
facturers protesting against the attempt 
of the De Beers Company and others to 
establish a new dynamite monopoly in 
South Africa ; and whether, seeing that 
a coast duty of 7s. 6d. a case has recently 
been sanctioned by Lord Milner, and 
that the mining companies of the Trans- 
vaal other than those controlled by the 
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Directors of the De Beers Company andj year (as per Return 137) of 59,000,000 


their friends are opposed 


to this | rupees 


monopoly, will he instruct Lord Milner | 


to remove this duty in the interest of | 
‘intention of the Government of India 


British manufacturers and the general 
mining community. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 


for railways and 4,500,000 
rupee; for irrigation projects is open to 
revision ; and, if so, whether it is the 


to increase the grant under the latter 


head with a view to promoting the ex- 


received petitions of the nature stated | 


in the Question. Under the new Customs 
Unions Convention, which has been laid 


on the Table, the duty on explosives at | 


the coast ports is fixed at 14d. per pound 
or 6s. 3d. a case. The question of an 
Excise duty of equal amount to the 
import duty is under consideration. 


Alleged Ill-treatment of Indian Store- 

keepers in South Africa. 

Mr. MARKHAM: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether, seeing that in the letter 
addressed to him by Mr. Abdool Gani, 
chairman of the British Indian Associa- 
tion, last month, specific charges were 
made in relation to the ill-treatment of 
respectable Indian storekeepers at 
Heidelberg, Johannesburg, and Potchef- 
stroom, he will say whether a definite 
statement was made by Mr. Abdool Gani 
on behalf of the association that under 
Mr. Kruger’s administration British 
Indian subjects were never subjected to 
the physical ill-treatment they are at 
present suffering; and what steps he 
has taken to put an end to this condition 
of affairs. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have not 
received any letter making these 
charges. 


Mr. MARKHAM: Did not the right 
hon. Gentleman say last week he had 
received a letter ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. 
Member asks if I have received a letter 
making specific charges. I say I have 


tension of water storage in India as a 
precaution against future drou -ht. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 


INDIA (Lord GeorGe HamiLTon, 
Middlesex, Ealing): The figures of 
4,500,000 rupees given in Return 


No. 137 refer only to expenditure on 


'Major Irrigation Worke actually in 


| Return. 


course of construction at the dite of the 
The financial statement for this 


‘year shows that in 1903-04 it is pro- 


not, but I have received a letter from , 


Mr. Gani. 


Irrigation Works in India. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 


of State for India whether the allocation | 
of capital expenditure in the current, 


posed to expend £666,700 on the con- 
struction of Major Irrigation Works, 
£166,700 on the construction of Pro- 
tective Irrigation Works, and £810,500 
(net) on the construction and main- 
tenance of Minor Irrigation Works, the 
last two amounts being charged against 
the revenue of the year. This gives a 
total expenditure of £1,643,900 on 
Irrigation Works. The Government of 
India, after full consideration, de- 
liberately put forward this Estimate of 
expenditure, and I know of no reason 
why it should be now altered. 


Brussels Sugar Convention. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the secret 
Commission now sitting at Brussels is 
the Permanent Commission provided for 
under Article 7 of the Sugar Conven- 
tion ; if so, who is the English delegate ; 
whether it is authorised to name the 
sugar exporting countries, outside those 
which have approved of the Convention, 
against which the ports in this country 
are to be ciosed under the Sugar Con- 
vention Bill ; if so, whether, before any 
decision is reached in their case, due 
notice will be given to these countries 
and whether they will have an oppor- 
tunity of appearing by counsel, or other- 
wise, before the Commission ; and, if 
not, whether Great Britain wll be 
obliged to put in force the decisions at 
which this secret Commission may 
arrive. 
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Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE | 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cray- | 
BORNE, Rochester): The Commission | 
now sitting at Brussels is the permanent | 
Commission provided for under Article | 
7 of the Brussels Sugar Convention. 
The British delegate is Sir Henry 
Bergne, K.C.M.G., and he is accom- 
panied by four assistant delegates. The | 
answer to the third Question is in the 
affirmative. The decisions of the Com- 
mission will no doubt be announced | 
without unnecessary delay, but, subject 
to the terms of the Convention, their 
procedure is a matter for the determina- 
tion of the Commission itself. With re- 
gard to the last Question, Great Britain 
is of course bound by the terms of the 
Convention. 


Mr. LOUGH: Will any opportunity 
be given to any country against which 
proceedings are to be taken to be heard ? | 


Lorp CRANBORNE: That is a matter 
of procedure to be determined by the 
Commission itself. 


Shanghai-Nanking Railway. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for | 
Foreign Affairs whether the Government | 
have received official information as to | 
the issue of the Imperial Decree sanction- 
ing the construction of the Shanghai- 
Nanking Railway, and as to when the 
final contract will be signed; and 
whether he is in a position to state the 
main provisions of the contract. 


LorpD CRANBORNE: On the 11th 
instant His Majesty’s Chargé d’ Affaires at 
Peking telegraphed that an Imperial | 
Decree had been issued and officially 
communicated to him sanctioning the 
Agreement for the construction of this | 
railway. He had previously reported 
that as soon as the Imperial assent had 
been given’ the agreement would be 
signed atShanghai. The railway, which 
is to be built and financed by the British 


and Chinese Corporation, must be begun | 


within twelve months and finished with- 
in five years of the conclusion of the 
agreement. It is to be the property of 
the Chinese Government and to be 


administered by a Board of Control con-| ceeds, and account therefor 
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members appointed by the British and 
Chinese Corporation. ‘The railway is to 
be mortgaged as security for the loan to 
be made by the Corporation to the 
Chinese Government. 


The Assassinations in Servia. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
In accordance with private notice I beg to 
ask the Prime Minister whether His 


| Majesty’s Government propose tocontinue 


diplomatic relations with those persons 
who, having been concerned in the assas- 
sination of the late King and Queen of 
Servia, now assume to act asthe Govern- 
ment of Servia; what attitude the 
Government proposes to assume, and 
what steps it proposes to take in con- 
sequence of these recent events; and 
whether negotiations with other Powers 
are going on with a view to common 
and concerted action. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Ba.rour, Manchester, E.): I can only 
say that at present the matter is under 
consideration ; but as far as diplomat'c 
relations are concerned, they came ‘pso 
facto to an end with the death of the 
King of Servia, because our representa- 
tive in Servia was accredited only to the 


late King. Those relations have there- 
fore terminated of themselves. If my 


hon. friend thinks this an inadequate 
answer—as perhaps he may—he can put 
a Question on the Paper. 


Income Tax on Foreign Bonds. 

Mr. ROSE: I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer if he can state 
the system adopted for the collection of 
Income Tax on foreign bonds to bearer 
held in England, the interest on which 
is payable abroad. 


*Tue CHANCELLOR oF THE EX- 


-CHEQUER (Mr. RitcHreE, Croydon) : 
'The Income Tax on foreign bonds to 


bearer, the interest of which is paid 


‘abroad, is for the most part collected 


under the provisions of the Act 48 and 
49 Vict., Chap. 51, Section 26, which 


| prescribes that a banker or other person 


who obtains payment of the coupons 


shall deduct Income Tax from the pro- 
to the 


sisting of two Chinese nominees and three ' Special Commissioners of Income Tax. 
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In cases where the owner of the bonds; *Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: According 
obtains payment of his coupons direct | to the latest Returns in my possession 
from abroad, he would be liable to in-| there are in the North Staffordshire 
clude the proceeds in his return for} Potteries district 364 works at which 
direct assessment under Schedule D. earthenware and china are made, employ- 
ing 4,857 persons. In ninety of these 
Punetenent ef Genetien | works, where 2,750 persons are employed, 
}an insurance scheme has been adopted. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND |§ (Clare, | 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State | Alien Immigration. 
for the Home Department if his attention’ Sig HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
has been called to the death of Charles | Central): I beg to ask the President of 
Joseph Smart in the Middlesex County the Board of Trade whether he can say 
Asylum ; and, if so, will he state whether | when the Report of the Royal Commis- 
this man was just before his death placed | sion upon Alien Immigration will be 
in a strait-jacket without the doctor’s | presented ; and, if so, can he state when 
orders, and whether inquiries will be he will be prepared to introduce legisla- 


Questions. 





made into the whole matter. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKERS 
Dova.as, Kent, St. Augustine’s): This 
man died on the day after he was received 
in the asylum, to which he had been 


removed in a strait waistcoat from the | 


/TARY To THE BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 


Isleworth Workhouse. I understand 
that the latter part of the Question is 
being made the subject of inquiry by 
my right hon. friend the President of 
the Local Government Board. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is it 
not only unusual but improper to put a 
patient into a strait-jacket without the 
doctor’s orders ? 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: That Ques- 
tion should be addressed to the Local 
Government Board. 
came under my notice when the patient 
was brought into the asylum from the 
workhouse. 


China and Earthenware Industries and 
Workmen's Compensation. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg ‘o ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment if he will state the number of 
firms manufacturing china and earthen- 


ware in the Potteries district, and the | 


number of these firms insured under the 


compensation scheme; also the number | 
of persons employed in the manufacture | 


of china and earthenware in the district, 
and the number insured under the 
scheme. 


'tion in conformity therewith, having 
‘regard to the disturbances between the 
native population and Aliens; has the 
right hon. Gentleman’s attention been 
called to further murders by aliens 
recently ? 

THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
Bonak Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars): | 
understand that the Royal Commission 
on Alien Immigratiin has concluded 
'the taking of evidence and is now con- 
sidering its Report. Until the Report is 
received I am not able to make any 
statement with regard to legislations 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): May | ask what time is likely 
to elapse before the Report is presented, 
and whether it will be in time for legisla- 
tion this session. 


This case only | 


Mr. BONAR LAW: I see no prospect 
of its being in time for legislation this 
session. 


The Tariff Question—Treatment of British 


Trade by Foreign Countries. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade if he will name the 
countries which deny to British imports 
treatment accorded to imports from other 
foreign countries. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: Generally speak- 
ing, the only countries, so far as [ am 
aware, in which imports from the United 
Kingdom do not receive complete most- 
favoured-nation treatment are the 
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United States of America, where we do 
not enjoy the benefit of the reductions 
on certain articles conceded to France 
and other countries under reciprocal 
agreements, and Portugal, which with- 
holds from certain British goods the 
reductions conceded by treaty to Russia, 
Norway, and Holland, also certain of the 
South and Central American Republics 
grant special favour to the citizens and 
products of the neighbouring States, 
which are not enjoyed by British subjects 
and products. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: Is there 
not a most-favoured-nation arrange- 
ment between this country and the 
United States ? 


Mr. BONAR LAW: Yes. 


Stir HOWARD VINCENT: Can you 
name any country in which British 
goods get the same treatment as foreign 
goods do in this country ? 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Have we 
not a most-favoured-nation arrangement 
with Portugal ? 


Mr. BONAR LAW: Yes, but there 
are exceptions which I have read out. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I fail to 
understand what is meant by “ excep- 
tions.” 


Edinburgh Magistrates and the Welling- 
ton Reformatory. 


Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness): I 
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beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether | 


his attention has been directed to the 
fact that there are sixty-six lads 
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steps as may be necessary to remedy 
these matters. 

In putting the Question the hon. 
Member asked further if it was the 
fact that a boy had already been dis- 
charged from the Reformatory, because 
of the refusal of the magistrates 
to pay the cost of his maintenance, 
although his sentence of five years had 
not expired. Would the right hon. 
Gentleman take steps—— 


* Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! That 
should be the subject of a separate 
Question. 


THE SOLICITOR-GENERAL For 
SCOTLAND (Mr. Scotr Dickson, Glas- 
gow, Bridgton): Perhaps I may be 
allowed to answer the Question on the 
Paper. I am aware of the position of 
matters in Edinburgh referred to by the 
hon. Member. The Secretary for Scot- 
land has made repeated representations 
during the last twelve months to the 
Town Council drawing their attention 
to the responsibility they are incurring 
in regard to the maintenance of Edin- 
burgh children in reformatories. I 
understand from my right hon. friend 
the Home Secretary that as responsible 
for the administration of the Reformatory 
Acts he has also been in communication 
both with the Town Council and with 
the Wellington Reformatory managers, 
and that there is some prospect of an 
arrangement being reached which will 
obviate any necessity for taking any 
steps as proposed by the hon. Member. 


Galway Docks. 
Mr. CHARLES DEYLIN (Galway): 


|I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


sentenced by Edinburgh magistrates at | 


present inmates of the Wellington Re- 
formatory, and that application has 
been made to the Home Secretary for 
authority to discharge these lads, in 
respect that the Town Council of 
Edinburgh refuses to contribute towards 
their maintenance; and whether, in 
view of the statement of one of the 
sheriff substitutes that the Reformatory 
Act is a dead letter in Edinburgh, and 
that the Judges of the city are prevented 


from inflicting the only sentence which | 


promises any permanent good to the 
criminal, he is prepared to take such 


Lord Lieutenant of Ireland what steps 
have been taken to carry out the portion 
of the scheme under The Marine Act, 
1902, for the dredging of waterways ; and 
if he would make inquiries in reference to 
the entrance into the Galway Docks 
which, from silting in the channel, large 
vessels are now prevented from entering,. 
necessitating the discharge of cargoes in 
the roadstead, causing loss and expense 
to the shipowners and merchants in 
Galway. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY For 
IRELAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover) : 
The scheme under the Marine Works 
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County Council has been informed that 

waterways except so far as may be) it will not be practicable to expend any 

necessary in connection with works pro-| money on the proposed undertaking 

posed to be undertaken under the Act. | under the Marine Works Act. 

That Act does not embrace such a case as | 

that of Galway Harbour. It is the duty | : , ; 

of the wat authority to make woe Irish Agricultural Holdings. 

vision for clearing the channel. | Mr. CAREW (Meath, S.): I beg to 

| ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 

Corofin District Council Chairmanship. _ Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg ' state the number of agricultural holdings 


“of @ i a 200. 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | '™ Ireland valued at over £200 


Lieutenant of Ireland why the Local | mm . ; 
Government Board in Ireland have refused Mr. WYNDHAM: The number is 


te sanction the election of Mr. Flanagan | 4,745, according to the last Census. 
as chairman of the Corofin District 
sane. Irish Trade Statistics. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The election of Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the Chief 
chairman of a District Council does not Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
require the sanction of the Local Govern- Ireland whether the Government can 
ment Board. But Mr. Flanagan, having | arrange to provide complete monthly 
been convicted and sentenced to a term and annual statistics of all commodities 
of imprisonment with hard labour, is dis- exported from and brought into Ireland, 
qualified by law from being a member of with a view to providing that country 
the Corofin District Council. with information respecting its progress, 

such as is furnished in other civilised 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I States. 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether, in 
view of the peaceful state of affairs in| \fp BONAR LAW: As the hon. 
Ireland, the Government cannot do some- \Jember is doubtless aware, statistics of 
thing to remove this disqualification, which he trade done directly by ‘teckel eith 
causes very widespread dissatisfaction and foreign countries and British possessions 
may cause a great deal of trouble ? ere contained in the ediemes of the 

““ . i 'g 
Mr. WYNDHAM :: It is a disability | ;;Apmuel Statement of the Trade of tke 
hi , > he re e > legisle 5 F - 4 
gg could only be removed by legisla- exist of the trade passing between Great 
‘ Britain and Ireland, and I fear that any 

Proposed Pier at Salthill, Galway. SYstem that could be devised for collect: 
: eee ing such information would prove a 

Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: I beg to’ hindrance to trade. 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he has received | iz, LOUGH: In view of the fact that 
os —— P — municipal and practically the whole body of Irish trade 
otherwise, 0 - alway city and) is with Great Britain, will not the hon 
county, representations of the dangers Gentleman promise to consider whether 
ber which the fishermen are exposed in these vital statistics cannot be provided. 
violent weather owing to their inability | 
to reach the harbour and the loss to! 
their business through delay in reaching 
the markets, and of the advantages 
which would accrue from the construc- 


Act does not deal with the dredging of 





Mr. T. M. HEALY : Is the hon. Gentle- 
man aware that the Irish Agricultural 
Department in Ireland is most anxious 
| to get these statistics ? 


tion of a pier at Salthill ; and, if so, will | 


he state what grant has been proposed | 
in the matter. |_ Mr. BONAR LAW: I am sure if the 


Irish Office approaches the Board of 
Mr. WYNDHAM: Representations to | Trade in that matter we shall be glad 
this effect have been received. The | to consider their suggestions. 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Has the 
hon. Gentleman no settled convictions 
on the matter ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Charitable Loan Fund (Ireland) Act, 1900. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 
Mid): I begto ask Mr. Attorney-General 
for Ireland whether it is his intention to 
have the Charitable Loan Fund (Ireland) 
Act, 1900, amended at an early date by 
granting an extension of the time for 
collection, so as to enable the receivers 
of the societies to collect the outstanding 
debts which have been blocked through 
the recent decision of the Court of Appeal 
in the case of Reiley +. Magistrates of 
Tyrone and Fermanagh. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL - For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKiNson, Londonderry, 
N.): An amending Bill with the object 
stated in the Question has been drafted, 
and I should be prepared to introduce it 
upon receiving an assurance from hon. 
Members that it will be treated as a non- 
contentious measure. 


Railway Delivery of Irish Butter around 
London. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether his attention has been called to 
the fact that Irish butter, which arrives 
in London thirty-six hours after consign- 
ment from the south-west of Ireland, 
takes forty-eight hours longer to be 
delivered at any place within a radius of 
twenty-five to forty miles of London, 
while foreign butters are delivered 
punctually in the same districts ; and, if 
so, will he, in the interest of the Irish 
saltless butter trade, take steps to have this 
state of things remedied by the railway 
companies over whose lines this produce 
is carried. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: The Board of 
Trade have received no representations 
alleging such delay in the delivery of 
Irish butter by railway as compared 
with foreign butter, but if any specific 
cases of delay are submitted to the Board, 
inquiry will at once be made into the 
circumstances. 
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Greenwich Hospital Fund Pensions. 

| Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
| whether, in view of the loss of life 
| occasioned by the recent explosion on 
'H.M.S. ‘Good Hope,” he is now able 
to announce the decision of the Govern- 
/'ment with regard to granting State 
| pensions to the widows and orphans 
|of those seamen and marines who lose 
their lives on duty similar to those 
awarded to the widows and orphans 
of men killed on war service. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 
Arrangements have now been made by 
the Admiralty that the pensions granted 
from the Greenwich Hospital Fund to 
the widows and children of the seamen 
and Marines who lose their lives by 
accident shall be supplemented from 
the Navy Votes so as to bring them 
up to the war scale laid down in 1901. 
This arrangement will cover the cases 
of existing widows and orphans. 


Mr. KEARLEY: Will the concession 


_ be retro-active ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, I 
said so. 


Inquiry into Preferential Tariffs. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury how the inquiry into the- 
relative advantages and disadvantages 
of a fundamental change in our fiscal 
system, involving the taxation of all 
food stuffs from foreign sources and 
their free entry from our self-governing 
colonies is to be pursued; whether it is 
to be an official inquiry ; if so, to whom 
it is to be entrusted, and to whom in- 
quiry is to be addressed, and how long 
is it expected to last; and whether an 
‘opportunity will speedily be given for 
the constituencies to express their 
‘opinions in regard to the contemplated 
change, in order to limit as far as 
possible the injury to trade and com- 
/merce which a lengthy uncertainty 
might produce. 


| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The inquiry 
| will, of course, be conducted by His 
|Majesty’s Government and on_ the 
responsibility of that Government. 
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Mr. LABOUCHERE: By the Board 
of Trade ? 


Mr. A. J, BALFOUR: It will be 
conducted by the Government on its 
own responsibility. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: By what De- 
partment? By the Board of Trade ? 
And what will be the form of the 
inquiry? Will it be by Royal Com- 
‘mission ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am sorry 
that I have been so obscure. It will 
not be by Royal C mmission, or by 
‘Committee of this House, or by a 
Departmental Committee. It will not 
be concerned with any one Department. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Will the Proceedings 
ind the Report be published ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member below the Gangway has never 
served in the Cabinet, but the right hon. 
Gentleman has; and he must know 
that inquiries of this sort conducted by 
a Cabinet do not necessarily lead to a 


Report. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): Is it wholly to enable the 
Cabinet to make up its mind ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The inquiry 
is in order that the Cabinet and the 
House and the country may be in- 
formed. These are really most extra- 
ordinary Questions. I do not object to 
them. I rather like them. Hon. 
Members show extraordinary ignorance 
as to the ordinary methods by which 
the proceedings, legislative and admini- 
strative, of the Government are carried 
on. Most of them are preceded by 
Government inquiry, and the House of 
Common; and the country are at the 
proper time taken into the confidence of 
the Government. 


Sm WILFRID LAWSON (Cornwall, 
Camborne): Is it intended that the 
inquiry shall be completed before the 
General Election ? 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As I do not 
know the length of the inquiry nor the 
time when the General Election will take 
place, I am not in a position to answer 
the Question. 


NEW MEMBER SWORN. 


Denis Kilbride, Esq., for the County 
of Kildare (South Kildare Division). 


MUNICIPAL TRADING. 

Ordered, That the Report and Minutes 
of the evidence of the Joint Committee 
on Municipal Trading of Session 1900 be 
referred to the Select Committee ap- 
pointed by this House to join with a 
Committee of the House of Lords 
on municipal trading. —(Mr. Povwell- 
Williams.) 


NEW BILL. 
CONGESTED DISTRICTS (SCOTLAND) 
(No. 2) BILL. 

“To amend the provisions of the Con- 
gested Districts (Scotland) Act, 1897, as 
to the application of the fund constituted 
by the Act,” presented by the Lord 
Advocate ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, and to be printed. [Bill 244. ] 


IRISH LAND [ADVANCES, ETC. ]} 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Resolved, That, for carrying out the 
provisions of any Act of the present 
session to amend the law relating to the 
occupation and ownership of land in 
Ireland, it is expedient-— 


(a) To authorise the creation of 
capital stock for raising money 
required for the Irish Land 
Purchase Fund and the Land 
Purchase Aid Fund, and to 
authorise the National Debt 
Commissioners to borrow and 
lend money for the purposes 
aforesaid, and to charge on the 
Consolidated Fund the payment 
of the dividends on such stock 
so far as not paid out of the 
income of the Irish Land Pur- 
chase Fund, and to authorise 
the payment out of money 
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to be provided by Parliament 
of sums sufficient to pay the 
dividends and sinking fund re- 
quired for the Land Purchase 
Aid Fund. 


(6) To authorise the payment out 
of money to be provided by 
Parliament of the salaries of 
the Estates Commissioners, the 
Public Trustee, and of officers 
and persons employed by them, 
and of certain expenses of the 
Land Commission ; and 
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(c) To authorise the payment out of 
the Consolidated Fund of super- 
annuation allowances to certain 
Land Commissioners. — (Jr. 
Wyndham.) 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow. 


IRISH LAND BILL. 


On the order for Committee being | 


read— 


*Mr. SPEAKER ruled out of order 
an instruction standing in the name of the 
hon. Member for Merthyr Tydvil giving 
the Committee power to extend the pro- 
visions of the Bill to Wales and Mon- 
mouthshire. It was quite out of the 
question, he said, to apply the Land Pur- 
chase laws of Ireland, which formed a 
separate Code, to Eagland or Wales by 
instruction. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 1— 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 
ney, S.) moved to insert in line 1 of Clause 
1, after “sale of,’ the words “one or 
more holdings, or.” He said this raised the 
question of the principle on which the 
Bill was founded. Both sides were 
agreed in the desire that land purchase 
in Ireland should work as smoothly as 
possible, and that there should be no 
difficulties thrown in the way either of 
landlord or of tenant. Now the Bill said 
that what the landlord was to be enabled 
ito sell, and what the tenant was to be 
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enabled to buy, was an “estate,” and an 
estate was defined in Section 85 of the 
Bill as “any lands which the Estate Com- 
missioners may see fit to be regarded as 
a separate estate for the purposes of the 
Act.” Thus, before any sale could take 
place, before any agreement could be 
made between landlord and tenant, they 
would have to find out whether the 
particular property to be dealt with was 
or was not an estate. That would throw 
a great difficulty in the way of sales, for 
a landlord would be loth to deal with any 
of his tenants, and the tenants would be 
loth to deal with the landlord without 
some assurance that the property in 
question would be considered to be an 
estate under the Act. The landlord 
would be forced, in the first instance, to 
| go to the Estates Commissioners and ask 
'the question—“If I agree to make an 
arrangement with such and such a tenant 
will you deem the property an estate ?’ 
He would have to ask even more, and 
would have to inquire—“If I fail to 
agree with a tenant as to a certain part, 
will you accept the remainder as an 
estate?” Surely it was not necessary that 
the word “estate” should require any 
definition, and surely if the property 
| constituted a holding subject to the Irish 
| Land Law, that ought to be sufficient to 
| enable landlord and tenant to come to an 
|agreement in the knowledge that the 
| necessary money would be advanced. 
The only possible objection was that 
there might be some holdings which it 
would not be advantageous to advance 
money upon. ‘True, there might be 
certain uneconomic holdings, but if that 
were so, they ought to be dealt with by 
way of exception, and there should be in 
the Act some means by which rules could 
be laid down to provide for such cases. 
If the plan he suggested were adopted it 
would much simplify the working of the 
Act. 





Amendment proposed. 


«In page 1, line 8, after the words ‘ sale of’ 
to insert the words ‘ one or more holdings, or.’”’ 
—(Mr. Herbert Robertson.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHAM, Dover) said he 
was unable to accept the Amendment. 
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It was admitted that great advantage | was an area of land which could be 
would accrue from dealing with large | conveniently dealt with in globo. 

areas, and it would strike at the very 

foundation of the Billif those advantages | *Stk JOHN COLOMB asked if it 
were to be given separately in the case | would be possible for a landowner to 
of what he might call small isolated | know before he entered into negotiations 
purchases. This Bill took away no with the tenant how the matter was 
existing rights, and as the law now | going to end—whether the Land Com- 
stood these small purchases could be | mission would regard it as an estate or 


carried out, but it was not to be expected 


that in cases where only two or three | 
farms were the subject of the agreement, 


the parties should enjoy all the advan- 
tages of the costly machinery erected 
under the Bill. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) said 
it was quite true that under the present 
Land Purchase Act a tenant could buy 


an individual holding from his landlord, | 


and that that right was not taken away 
by this Bill. He should be inclined to 
limit the clause in the direction to be 
proposed by the hon. Member for Louth, 


and did not, therefore, propose to either | 
support this Amendment or to propose , 


the one he had himself placed on the 
Paper, to insert after “‘ estate” the words 
“or any part thereof.” 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth) regretted that the Chief Secre- 
tary had not been able to give a more 


satisfactory reply. As he now under- | 


stood it, any sale carried out must be of 


an entire estate. [‘‘No, no.”] Then | 


what was the intention? The marginal 
description of the clause was to regu- 


late “advances for purchase of hold- | 


ings where a whole estate is sold.’ He 


understood the right hon. Gentleman | 


objected to putting in anything that 
would enable part of an estate to be sold 
under Clause 1. It was desirable to 


have some definite idea, then, as to what 


the word “estate” really meant. If it 


did not mean the whole estate, or if it. 
would apply to a single holding, what ob- | 


jection could there be tothe Amendment ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that his hon. 


friend had fallen into an error which | 
nearly everybody fell into at first blush. | 
The word ‘‘estate’’ meant in common | 


parlance the whole property of an owner ; 
but “estate” in the Bill meant that 
which the Estate Commission believed 


Mr. Wyndham. 


| not. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that they could 
not anticipate by statutory enactment 
‘all the difficulties that might arise in 
administering an Act of Parliament ; 
but if his hon. and gallant friend would 
consider the composition of the Estate 
Commission, and all the provisions in the 
| Bill, he himself would find no difficulty 
in discovering what the result of the 
clause would be. If they went the 
extreme length of appointing a public 
officer, a public trustee who might be 
consulted by private individuals, he 
thought that that was as far as they 
could go. 


*Mr. BUTCHER (York) said that the 
point raised was ofthe greatest import- 
ance. It wasessential before the land- 
‘Owner opened negotiations with his 
tenants that he should know whether 
what he proposed to sell was considered 
an estate or not. He might take all the 
trouble of negotiating with his tenant 
and then bring the agreement to the 
Land Commission who might say “ That 
is not an estate at all, and therefore we 
will not sanction the sale.” His object 
was to render it an easy, cheap, and 
satisfactory process for the landlord to 
sell and the tenant to buy, and he 
appealed to the right hon. Gentleman to 
_consider whether he could not at some 
| subsequent stage introduce some pro- 
vision which would render it possible 
for the landlord to consult with the 
Estate Commission and say “I propose 
to sell this portion of my land, will you 
consider it an estate? And, if so, will 
you sanction the sale ?” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that his hon. 
and learned friend had overlooked the 
fact that in the Bill he had reserved as 
an alternative the procedure introduced 


|last year. In an ordinary case no one 
could be in any doubt as to the result ; 
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but if there were exceptional circum- 
stances, the number and character of 
which could not be anticipated, the best 
plan would be to sell the estate to 
the Land Commission instead of by 
private bargain. 


*Sirn JOHN COLOMB asked if it was 

not the case that under Clause 1 the 
bonus entirely depended on the land 
being an estate or not. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that that ques- 
tion could be more conveniently discussed 
on another Amendment. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said 
he had an Amendment on the Paper 
to leave out of line 8, Clause 1, the word 
“whether” and insert “except,” in 
order to understand what the position 
was in regard to this particular clause. 
He understood that the provisions in 
the clause were necessary in order, in 
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left the Bill to apply to cases of direct 
sale between landlord and tenant. He 
/understood that the object of the 
Government was that the ordinary case 
_of the sale of land should be the result of 
direct bargaining between landlord and 
tenant, and that the sale through the 
_Land Commission should be the excep- 
‘tion. In laying down that basis to their 
| Bill the Government had followed the 
recommendation of the Land Conference, 
which most people in lreland approved 
of. If this Amendment were carried 
one result would be that sales through 
the Land Commission would be carried 
out under more favourable conditions 
‘than sales direct; in fact, the tendency 
_ would be toabolish direct sales altogether. 
That was a purpose which he and his 
friends around him could not sympathise 
with at all. This question of limitations 
could not be satisfactorily dealt with 
piece-meal or in compartments, and it 
should be reserved till another Amend- 
ment further down on the Paper was 
| reached. 


certain cases, to protect the rights of the | 


remainder man. But surely no such 
provisions were necessary in the case of a 
sale to the Land Commission. Was it to 
be supposed that the Land Commission 
would allow sales to take place by which 
the remainder man would be in the least 
degree prejudiced? What he wanted 
was free transactions, free sales between 
landlord and tenant. He begged to 
move. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 8, to leave out the word 


‘whether’ and insert the word ‘except.’”— 
(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


| Mr. WYNDHAM said that he was 
|unable to accept the Amendment for 
| many reasons, but also for one not yet 
adduced. The Amendment, coming 
‘at this stage of the Bill, would decide 
the questions raised in Sub- sections 
2 and 3 of Clause 5, in which directions 
-were laid down to guide the Estate 
|Commission in their estimate of the 
| price which it would be proper for them 
to offer to a landlord. It was not 
|confined to the cases referred to by the 
/ hon. Member for Waterford, but applied 
‘to many other cases. He could not 
consent to the omission of these most 
|important Sub-sections. 


Question proposed, ‘That the word | 


proposed to be left out stand part of | 


the clause.”’ 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said that this was a very important 
Amendment. It raised perhaps the 
most important question in the whole 
Bill, but in a partial manner and in a 
manner on which the point could not be 
fully and satisfactorily discussed. The 
question raised by the Amendment was 
whether these restrictions and limitations 
should apply to holdings that were sold 
through the Land Commission ; but it 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY said he had put 
downthe Amendment asshowing hisaver- 
| sion to the principle of the clause. He 

thought the whole clause was bad; that 
the entire system of zones was bad, and 
‘that the true system was a free market 
between landlord and tenant. At all 
events, now that they had it confessed, 
as the result of discussion, that one of 
‘the objects of the zone system was not 
'to protect the remainder man, or the 
| person under disability, but some other 
‘object, he had thought it would be a 
reasonable thing to attack the principle 
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of sale through the Land Commission. , labour and the purchasers of young 
But. as the Government would not | stock from small occupiers. It was 
accept his Amendment, he had no desire | most important to the — smail 


to kill time, and he would withdraw it. | occupiers that they should have 
|a market for their young stock, because, 


although they were able to breed them, 
|the carrying capacity of their land 
Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.)| would not enable them to carry older 
moved as an Amendment—* In Clause | stock than yearlings, which were not 
1, page 1, line 11, after ‘holding,’ insert | fit for the British market, and, there- 
‘whether subject to a judicial rent or fore, it was most desirable that the 
not.’ ”’ ‘large farmers should not be excluded 
from the benefits of the Bill. It was 

Amendment proposed— |the more important that no one could 
«In page 1, line 11, after the word ‘ holding’ | Say whether, under this Bill, the land- 
to insert the words ‘whether subject to a) lords would remain in Ireland or not; 
anal and, if they did not, it was extremely 
Question proposed, “That those words important that someone should be left 
be there inserted.” |to take their place. The exclusion of 
the large farmers from the operation 


Mr. WYNDHAM pointed out that of the Act would only lead to sub- 
the Amendment of the hon. Member division. In order to come within the 
would not carry out the object he had limits of the Act a large farmer would 
in view, and, if accepted, would only subdivide with his son, and he, there- 
make the Bil! more cumbersome. He | fore, entreated his right hon. friend 


could not accept the Amendment. to agree to the omission of these words. 
He begged to move. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


*Srn JOHN COLOMB said the’ 


Amendment he now proposed was 
to take out the words which limited 
the advance to £3,000 to any single 


purchaser. It was true the excep 


tions might be made under special 
circumstances, with the special sanction 
of the Treasury, but with those excep- 
tions the advances were limited. Such 


limitation excluded all occupiers of | 


agricultural land who paid £150 a year 


rent. He attached extraordinary im- | 


portance to this Amendment. There 


was only a limited number of tenants | 


“Tn page 1, line 12, to leave out from the 
word ‘ then’ to the first ‘the’ in line 14.”—(Sir 
John Colomb.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN (Cork), who 
was very indistinctly heard, was under- 
stood to say that the exact proportions of 
this question had entirely escaped the 
attention of the hon. Member. The 
full advance of £5,000 would, on the 
ordinary calculation, enable the tenant 


in Ireland whose annual _ rent|to pay arent of £146, and, in the case 
amounted to over £150, but all those’ of a nominal reduction—even so 
second term tenants who paid £150 a| moderate a reduction—a full advance 
year were to be excluded. The accept- of £5,000 would enable him to pay a 
ance of his Amendment would} rent of £200a year. He did not think 
not therefore involve any considerably | there were in Ireland more than 
large transaction, and it was desirable 20,000 men who held more than £200, 
for several reasons. The big farmers of so that this Amendment represented 
Ireland were the advanced pioneers of | only the interest of 20,000 out of 94,000 
agricultural progress, and on that| agricultural holders in Ireland, and 
ground, in considering a measure of| those who were best able to take care 
this kind, the State should favour them. | of themselves; men whom the banks 
They were a highly respectable body of | were only too happy to accommodate. 
men and the guardians of social order;| But there was a much _ stronger 
and they were also the employers of argument against this Amendment, and 
| 


Mr. T. M. Healy 
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that was that if these big graziers, 
who were not, as a rule, employers, 
were to purchase their holdings through 
the State, the last chance of carrying out 
what was the main object of this Bill 
would be lost. An Amendment appeared 
lower down dealing with the large 
tillage farmers, who were extensive em- 
ployers and a blessing to the community, 
and in whose case some exception might 
be made, but as to the central portion 
of [reland— Meath, West Meath, and part 
of Tipperary—the people there had not 
sufficient land, and the rich lands were 
in the hands of the big graziers, and if 
this Amendment were accepted a new 
system of landlords would be set up 
which would keep the people out of the 
land for ever. These graziers were not 
farmers in any sense of the word, and 
were not entitled to benefit by the Bill. 
He hoped, therefore, the right hon. 
Gentleman would have no hesitation in 
rejecting the Amendment. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB said the hon. 
Gentleman was obviously in favour of 
his Amendment, so far as the tillage 
farmers were concerned. He pointed 
out that these large grazing tracts were 
largely held under grazing agreements 
of eleven months. This Amendment 
largely concerned not only Ireland but 
England and Scotland as well. 
agriculturists of England and Ireland 
relied entirely on Irish stock to work 
their farms. The stock they required 
was two or three years old stock, and 


they could not get it if this Amendment | 


was not accepted, and the result would 
be the ruin of the Irish stock-breeding 
industry and of small holdings unable to 
keep young stock beyond yearlings. The 
grazing farms and big farms therefore had 


a large economic interest, and it was not | 


so much for the personal interest of the 
farmers that he urged his Amendment. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he did 
not know the view of the Govern- 
ment on this question, but 


words, “ As amended by this Act,” and 


leave the question of limits to be settled | 
| to the higher limit of £5,000, 


by a new clause. It might be of interest 
to the Committee to know how the 
limits got into the Bill at all. There 
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were no limits put into the Act of 1885, 
their first appearance was in 1888, when 
the limit was placed at £3,000 to be ex- 
tended to £5,000 if deemed desirable. 


‘That limit was inserted because there 


was only £5,000,000 to expend under 
the Act, and it was felt unfair to the 
small holders that large holders should 
be allowed to come in and swamp them. 
But they now had £100,000,000, or as 
much more as they wanted. 


Mr. WYNDHAM, who was _in- 
distinctly heard, said: I do not propose 
to enter into a discussion of graziers or 
large farmers, but | take exception to 
one part of the arguments of the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone—that in which 
he said we had £100,000,000, or as 
much more as we wished. That is a 
contention which governs, and which 
must be held to be governed by, what I 
said in introducing this Bill. There are 
many Members absent from the House 
now who were present on that occasion, 
but on that occasion I urged the House 
to accept this Bill largely by using 
financial arguments at very great length, 
and I laid great stress on certain features 
of the Bill which would put no rigid, 
but still certain, limits to the tax we 
might have to place on the credit 
capacity of this country. Among these 
I mentioned that the total amount 
advanced to any one person would not 
exceed under this Bill what was per 
mitted under previous Acts—namely, 
£3,000 with a permissive extension to 
£5,000. I think it would be wrong on 
my part, at the very outset of our pro- 
ceedings in Committee, to depart from 
the attitude I took up in consultation 
with my colleagues, and to which I 
intend to adhere—namely, that I would 
not accept Amendments which increased 
the pecuniary obligations of the general 
taxpayers. That would be the case with 
Amendment, but under this 


£5,000 limit in the case of a whole estate 
when it is desirable. If any difficulty 
arises over a large farm, rather than not 
sanction the sale of that farm, of course 
it will be the usual practice for the sale 
commissioners to sanction an advance up 
But then 
the hon. and gallant Member said more 
than that ought to be sanctioned because 
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you will force the landlord to retain part of | ment to retain an open mind on the 
his property which he wishes to dispose | matter. 

of. That is not so. In the case of such 
a farm outside the concession, but not; Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) thought the 
outside the estate, other arrangements | hon. Member for North Louth was mis- 
would have to be made to get the | taken in supposing that under the clause 
additional £1,000 or £2,000. Even if I| the limitation would not apply to the 
accept the Amendment it would not meet | congested districts in the West. Vast 
the difficulty as put by my hon. friend ; | tracts of grass land in Tipperary, King’s 
therefore I must adhere to the limit | County, Clare, and Roscommon would 


provided in the Bill. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that the decision 
of the Government not only dealt in | 
advance with the case of the graziers, | 
but killed the hope of all tenants of 
tillage holdings. As he read the Bill, no 
tenant with any hope of getting a reduc- | 
tion of 25 per cent. would be able to 
purchase under the Act, if his valuation 
was more than £95 or £96, so that the 
real effect of the Government’s decision 
was to exclude from the purview of the 
Bill practically all tenants of over £100 
valuation who expected to get any reason- 
able reduction of rent. In the case of | 
Lord Lansdowne’s estate it was the big | 
men who led the agitation and induced | 
the smaller men to act with them ; and | 
they were usually the most intelligent 
men on the estate. As the Bill was | 
very complicated, it would need a good | 
deal of explanation to make the twenty- | 
five years purchase palatable to the small | 
men ; consequently the more the Govern- | 
ment excluded the more intelligent of | 
the larger tenants the more unworkable 
would they make the measure, and the 
less likely it would be to work smoothly. | 
He was anxious to see the land question | 
settled, even on the high terms of this | 
Bill; it would pay the country to settle | 
it on those terms, and that was why he | 
should support the Amendment. As to | 
the apprehensions which had been ex- | 
pressed about the graziers, by Sub-section | 
4, holdings on congested estates were 
excluded from the clause, and that might | 
be construed to mean that the very men 
against whom the hon. Member for Cork | 
protested, were to benefit by the Bill. 
The Government had announced a most 
serious decision, which would cut out 
Amendments dealing with the dairying | 
and tillage men, and, while not affecting 
the graziers, would seriously hit the honest 
tillage farmers. He pressed the Govern- 

Mr. Wyndham. 


| 
| 
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‘directions and relaxed in others. 


'not be at all congested estates, although 


they might be within the limits of a 
congested county. But his purpose in 
rising was to urge the Government not 
to adopt any irreconcilable attitude on 
this question. The limitations required 
to be considerably increased in some 
They 
were not sufficient to secure that the 
grass lands, which were essential for the 
resettlement of the people and the rescue 
of the population of the West from a 
condition described by the Chief Secretary 
as worse than that of Hottentots or 
Katftirs, should not pass into the hands of 
graziers. On the other hand, he entirely 
sympathised with the view of the hon. 


'Member for North Louth, that tillage 


and mixed farms, which gave a great 
deal of employment, should not be ex- 


‘cluded from the operation of the Act, 


and he appealed to the right hon. Gen- 
tleman not to insist on a decision which 
would shut out any future discussion of 
this interesting and most important 
point. 


CoLoNEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.) regretted the Chief Secretary had 
taken so firm a stand with regard to a 
point on which all parties in Ireland 
were agreed. As the present landlords 
were disappearing as a class, it was very 
desirable that they should be replaced 
by men having amongst them people of 
substance with a considerable stake in 
thecountry. But they would be ex- 
cluded by this decision. Never had a 
Bill started under such favourable 
auspices as the present ; the Lrish lions 
and lambs were smilingly waiting to be 
fed with the same food by the same hand ; 
it would be very unfortunate if, at the 
very commencement of the proceedings, 
the Government adopted a non possumus 
attitude, declaring that under no cireum 
stances would they allow any of these 
large farmers to become the owners of 
their land. 
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Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.) expressed 
his surprise that the right hon. Gentle- 
man should have taken up his present 
attitude at the commencement of the 
consideration of the Bill, seeing that, for 
the first time for a quarter of a century, 
landlords and tenants had come together 
with a most earnest desire to bring the 
fight toa conclusion. It was necessary 
to abolish the landlords, but nothing 
would be gained by abolishing landlords 
who afforded a great deal of employment, 
if large grazing tracts were to be left un- 
touched. In the case of large farms, on 
which for years employment had been 
given, it was undoubtedly desirable that 
the farmers should be given facilities to 
come under the Act. He wished to 
know whether they would have an 
opportunity of discussing this point 
later on. He thought it was very unfair 
that at the outset they should be 
debarred from considering this question. 
If the Chief Secretary had made up his 
mind he might get up and tell them on 
which points he intended to stand firm. 
One of the Amendments put forward by 
the Convention was to bring in large 
mixed farms, and that was now to be 
swept aside by the decision of the Chief 
Secretary without any argument at all. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he wished 
to make a suggestion to avoid coming 
into sharp conflict at this point in the 
discussion. The Amendment of the hon. 
and gallant Gentleman was of such a 
wide and far reaching character that it 
was impossible for Nationalist Members 
to vote for it. The Amendment 
standing in the name of the hon. 
Member for North Kildare expressed 
their view, and he suggested to the hon. 
and gallant Member that he should 
withdraw his Amendment, upon which 
there could not be that Irish unity 
which had been spoken of. It would 
not be possible to carry out the arrange 
ment he had suggested unless the Chief 
Secretary accepted the Amendment 
standing in the name of the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone. It was a 
pity that the Chief Secretary on this 
most vital point had declared himself 
somewhat prematurely before he had 
heard the full arguments, and 
before they had had an _ opportu- 
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nity of moving the well considered 
Amendments which stood on the Paper, 
By taking this course the Chief Secre- 
tary would not be doing anything un- 
dignified, and it would enable them, when 
they arrived at the proper time, to have 
a full discussion upon the real merits of 
this question. The right hon.Gentleman 
had not heard the whole of this case, and 
therefore it was most unfortunate that he 
had come toa decision. He did not think 
this proposal would very largely increase 
the pecuniary liabilities under the Bill. 
If the hon. and gallant Gentleman 
opposite would for the present withdraw 
his Amendment, and if the right hon. 
Gentleman would accept the words of 
the hon. Member for South Tyrone, 
then this discussion could take place at 
the proper time. He presented this 
suggestion as a possible solution of the 
difficulty, in the earnest hope that it 
would be accepted, because it would be 
most unfortunate, if within the first 
hour of the debate, the Government 
came to an absolute decision without 
hearing the whole of the facts. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that by accept- 
ing this suggestion they would be land- 
ing themselves into another difficulty. 
The policy proposed gave great lib- 
erty to one class of farmers, but he 
thought that many hon. Members would 
be violently opposed to drawing such a 
distinction, and the limit would have to 
be increased in respect of all farms under 
the Bill. He did not think he would be 
acting at all wisely if he set up another 
bone of contention between the parties 
who were now in substantial agreement. 
The hon. Member for Cork City had 
stated very definitely his opinion upon 
the subject of not giving greater facilities 
in the future than in the past, to those 
who farmed large grazing ranches. Ii 
he adopted the advice of the hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford he did 
not think he would be proposing a 
peaceable and almost unanimous solution, 
but he rather thought he would be 
precipitating a very keen debate from 
those who would not extend the limits 
in respect of grazing farms. As the hon. 
Member for Louth pointed out, grazing 
farms would already be excluded because, 
assuming that Sub-section A must stand, 
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it dealt with the Land Law Acts which 
applied, but they would not apply to 
farms of more than £100 valuation. It 
seemed to him that, underlying all the 
appeals which had been made, there was 
an impression that these farms were ex- 
cluded by the refusal to advance more 
than £5,000, but that was not the case 
at all. If a farmer was ready to give 
£8,000 it was true he would borrow 
£5,000 on very easy terms from the 
State, and there ought to be no difficulty 
in arranging by way of mortgage for 
raising the extra £3,000. Hon. Mem 
bers knew that at the present time very 
large sums of money had been given for 
these valuable farms in excess of £5,000. 
None of the arguments he had previously 
used could cover the ground of having 
to come to the taxpayer to lend money 
to people who were wealthier than the 


landlords. He knew aecase in which 
one man was tenant of seventeen 
of those large farms and_ was 
conducting great monetary  trans- 


actions. Therefore he could not ask 
hon. Members representing English con- 
stituencies to say that more than £5,000 
should be advanced. When it was said 
that he was adopting an obstinate atti- 
tude, he asked hon. Members to consider 
how tar the present provisions of the Bill 
went. The hon. Member for Louth said 
that if a tenant agreed to buy upon such 
terms as would give him a reduction of 
25 per cent., he would be excluded from 
the benefits of this Bill supposing his 
rent was £200 a year. In such a case he 
would pay £75 a year, and £2,360 would 
be advanced. Under the existing law 
£5,000 could be advanced to facilitate the 
sale. With regard to the sale of estates, 
they might take it that the £5,000 limit 
would be available. In the sale of an 
estate the limit was £5,000, and not 
£3,000. In the case put forward by the 
hon. Member for Louth, £2,360 would 
be advanced, so that on that scale a £200 
rental could be disposed of inside the 
limit of £5,000. He contemplated many 
cases in which farmers would be prepared 
to accept a much less reduction. Take 
the extreme case, the smallest reduction 
of 10 per cent., and even upon that a 
man with a farm worth £100 a year 
would get the whole of the money 
advanced by the State. If the tenant 
agreed to purchase, then it would be £90 
instead of £100, and the general taxpayer 


Mr. Wyndham. 


{COMMONS} 
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would advance £2,832, and even that 
was inside the £3,000 limit. He hoped 
hon. Members would agree that he had 
not prematurely rejected this Amend- 
ment ; on the contrary, he had considered 
it very carefully, and it would be incon- 
sistent with what he had said if he were 
to hold out any hopes that he was pre- 
pared to extend this money limit, which 
he thought was large enough to embrace 
all the transactions which were likely to 
arise. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) said 
he hoped the Chief Secretary would 
accede to the suggestion of the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone. He did not 
think there was any question upon this 
Bill more important than the one they 
were now discussing. By this proposal a 
great number of tenants would be ex- 
cluded from the benefits of this measure. 
He was not speaking of grazing tenants, 
because if they held the land for only 
eleven months they did not come within 
the Act at all. A great number of large 
farmers had grass farms, and while the 
great inducement held out to Parliament 
to pass a comprehensive Act was to 
abolish dual ownership, by excluding that 
particular class of tenants they were 
leaving dual ownership in full force. 
That appeared to him to be an evil 
system. He could assure the Committee 
that great injustice would be wrought if 
there was not some relaxation of this 
limit of £3,000 or £5,000, as the case 
might be. He asked the Chief Secretary 
not to decide the question now. It had 
not been fully discussed, and materials 
had not been laid before the Committee 
to enable them tosolve the problem. By 
adopting the suggestion of the hon- 
Member for South Tyrone, and adding 
the words, “as amended by this Bill,” 
they would afterwards have full oppor- 
tunity of considering where the line 
should be drawn. He would be very 
sorry indeed to have to vote against the 
Government at the first stage of the Bill, 
but he would have to do so unless some 
concession of this sort was made. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.) said 
there was a large estate in Kildare, with 
which he was sure the Chief Secre- 
tary was acquainted, which would 
be more affected by his decision than 
almost any other property in Ire- 
land. It was the Leinster estate, 
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which was not composed of grass farms. | must mortgage the land to the landlord 
The district consisted entirely of agri-| or some one who was prepared to lend 
cultural property, and if the right hon. | him the money. How would that work ? 
Gentleman adhered to what he had said, Suppose the case of a landlord who was 
that no amount greater than £5,000 desirous of selling the whole of his 
should be advanced in any case, the estate, and he found that he had to 
largest employers of labour in Kildare | deal with men holding 100 acres or 
would be absolutely shut out from the’ more who could not borrow the whole 
benefits of the Bill. He had no objection of the money under this Act. What 
that the right hon. Gentleman should would the landlord do if he wanted to sell 
limit the amount in the case of grass the whole of his estate? He had only to 
farms, and even in the case of residential arrange with the tenant as to the condi- 
grass farms, but he did object to have tionson which he would sell. The tenant 
large agricultural tenants paying more would still have the landlord as mortgagee. 
than £200 shut out from the benefits| He appreciated the difficulty of dealing 
ofthe Bill—the men who in South with this question, but still he thought if 
Kildare were of the greatest good to the | the right hon. Gentleman considered the 
community. He supposed the Chief question in all its bearings he would see 
Secretary was aware that the agricyl-| that the limit in the Bill was considerably 
turists of South Kildare compared too low. It was most desirable that 
favourably not only with those in any the holders of these farms of over 
other part of Ireland, but also with 100 acres should not be excluded from 
those of England and Scotland. In many the operation of the Act. He hoped 
cases their forefathers came from Scotland | the Chief Secretary would still see his 
and introduced improved methods of way to make some modification of the 
agriculture. He hoped the right hon.! proposed limit. He was sure that he 
Gentleman would accept the suggestion | spoke the feeling of the great body of 
of his friend the Member for North Kil-| the Irish people when he said that they 
dare, and leave the question open. | considered the limit too small. 


Mr. HARRINGTON (Dublin Harbour)) *Mr. BUTCHER said it was un- 
expressed the hope that the Chief Secre-| fortunate that the Chief Secretary should 
tary would take time to consider whether | refuse to listen to the voice of united 
the limit stated in the Bill might not} Ireland in this matter. The Committee 
be increased to some extent. He was) were engaged at present in the operation 
afraid that the right hon. Gentleman had | of terminating the most pernicious system 
not obtained full information as to all the | of dual ownership of land in Ireland. 
districts of the country. In the eastern! That was the professed object of the Bill, 
counties, Dublin, Louth, Wicklow, and | and yet they were going to make these 
portions of Meath and Kildare, the pro-| large and important exceptions. Who 
posed limit would have the effect of yh were the men to whom they were going 
stricting the operation of the Act to 100/ to deny the opportunity of taking ad- 
acre farms. The men who occupied farms | vantage of the benefits of the Bill? Why, 
at a higher figure were those who were | they were the men, as had been pointed 
most useful, so far as the labouring class | out by the hon. Member for South Kil- 
was concerned. The smaller farmer tilled | dare, whom they ought to desire to 
the land with the assistance of his own | benefit—men who in many cases were 
children, and gave little employment | large employers, and who conducted 
except to his own family. The larger | operations on the land in an entirely 
farmer employed a large number of people, | satisfactory way. Was it wise or neces- 
and he was the very man whose presence | sary to force the continuance of the 
in the community was most desirable. | existing system upon this large and im- 
Of course the Chief Secretary said that | portant class of men? He ventured to 
man could buy his farm, He understood | think that if the Government insisted on 
that one of the objects of the Bill was to | the limitation they would in many cases 
prevent Irish tenant farmers from buying | stop the sale of the whole estate. Take 
under conditions which would compel | the case of a man who had fifty tenants , 
him to mortgage the land, but under the | four or five of whom were outside the 
proposal in the Bill the purchasing tenant | limit. Was the landlord going to sell 
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his estate to those tenants and have five 
separate occupiers in the middle of the 
estate who would still be tenants subject 
to the objections of dual ownership and 
of the rent-fixing system. In such a case 
the landlord would probably say: “If I 
cannot sell the whole of my estate, I will 
not sell any of it.” In that way there 
would be a material diminution in the 
benefits to be derived from this Bill. He 
appreciated the position of the Chief 
Secretary, who said that he was bound to 
protect the interest of the British tax- 
payer, but there was really no risk in 
allowing these men to borrow. Were 
they not the very men who would be 
most certain to pay their instalments ? 
By bringing these men within the bene- 


fits of the Bill they would satisfy the | 


desires of practically the whole of the 
Irish representatives, while they would 
impose no real extra liability upon the 
British taxpayer at all. He hoped the 
Government would remove what other- 
wise would be a most serious objection 
to the measure. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.) said 
that as the representative of one of the 
constituencies which would be chiefly 
affected if the Chief Secretary adhered to 
the position he had taken up, he desired 
to join in the protest which had been 
made against the limit proposed in the 
Bill. The Chief Secretary had warned 
the Committee by saying that he would 
not give way, no matter what might be 
said. He must say, for one, that that 
remark did not indicate the spirit in 
which he had hoped the Government 
would come to the discussion of the 
Amendments on the Paper. He was 
afraid if that spirit was maintained 
the result would be a different sort 
of discussion of the clauses of this 
Bill from what he himself personally 


would desire. The right hon. Gentleman | 


hadalso saidthat he did not wish to plunge 
into a discussion as to the claims of | 
large graziers and large tillage men, but | 


he must be perfectly aware that there | 


was an Amendment on the Paper, in the | 
name of the hon. Member for North | 
Kildare, which raised that question, and | 
he was greatly mistaken if, notwithstand- | 
ing what the right hon. Gentleman had 
said, that Amendment would not be | 
proposed. The Amendment would be 
proposed and it would be supported | 
Mr. Butcher. 


{COMMONS} 


|by almost every Irish Member 
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Land Bill. 976 


in 
The reason the right hon. 
Gentleman had given for not acceding to 
the Amendment now before the Com- 
mittee was really absurd and ridiculous. 
The right hon. Gentleman had repre- 
sented that the change which would be 


'made in the financial proposals of the 


Bill by the Amendment was one of vast 
magnitude and one calculated to justify 
Members in saying that the Government 
had broken faith with the British people. 
It would not be any financial change at 
all to let in the large farmers who used 
their land on a mixed system and who 
employed a lot of labour. That could 
easily be tested from the figures which the 
right hon. Gentleman himself had given 
to the House. This was not the time to 
discuss this question in detail, but it could 
be shown that if the Amendment were 
adopted it would add 10,000 to the 
number of purchasing tenants in Ireland. 
It was preposterous for the right hon. 
Gentleman to reject all Amendments of 
this character, because, forsooth, such 
an enormous additional risk would be 
placed on the shoulders of the British 
taxpayer! That excuse was ridiculous. 
On the other hand, if the right hon. 
Gentleman did not accede to the demand 
of the Irish Members on this question, 
some of his recent speeches in Ireland, 
and also in England, in regard to 
Ireland and the land question, would 
bear a very different construction in the 
future. The right hon. Gentleman had 
spoken in deprecatory language of the 
stream of emigration from ireland, and 
had expressed the hope that that stream 


| would soon be stopped ; but by opposing 


the concession demanded by the Amend- 
ment he would increase that stream ; 


| because these large mixed farms would 


not continue to employ such large 
numbers of labourers as in the past if the 
advantages given to the smal] farmers 
were not also extended to them. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON t hought 
it was very desirable that the Govern- 
ment should enlarge their scheme. He 
knew graziers who were as real bond fide 
farmers as the men who cultivated thirty 
or forty acres. The right hon. Gentle- 
man spoke of his duty to the people of 
England, but as an English Member, and 
one interested in Ireland, he was certain 
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that there was no one in England who | sale of that estate falling through. 


978 
He 
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had laid any stress on this question of | suggested that the Amendment should 
£3,000 or £5,000. Nobody had thought | be withdrawn in the meantime, and that 


about it at all. 


As the hon. and learned | this most essential point should be raised 


Member for York had pointed out, | at a later stage, on an Amendment oi 
these 3,000 and 5,000 pounders were the | which notice had been given by the hon. 
best men to whom the English Govern. Member for South Tyrone. 

ment could lend their money. He pre- | 
sumed that what the right hon. Gentle- | 


man was thinking of was the bonus which 
would go to the landlord, but in the case 
of 


the difficulty. The hon. Member for 
Waterford had proposed that this 
question should be postponed. He 
agreed that a great deal had to be 
thought of yet, and the certainty of 
litigation was going to be a very serious 
hindrance to the working of the Bill. 
The right hon. Gentleman should leave 
a loop-hole for the reconsideration of the 
matter. 


right hon. Gentleman appeared to be 


afraid of breaking faith in any way with | 
the debate, bringing in the matter of the 


the British taxpayer in regard to this 
matter. 
seem to be very much concerned about 
it. What the British taxpayer was 
interested in was to see this question 
settled ; and anything more or less added 


very large farms some kind of | 


arrangement could be made for adjusting | to be excluded from the benefits of the 


| Act. 


\it would produce. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) 
said that this was a matter on which the 
Irish Members were united. They did 
not wish the large farmers in Ireland 


They knew the dire effect it would 
have on Ireland, and the heartburning 
He had received 


| many letters, some from gentlemen who 


were not of his own political Party, urging 


him to try and bring these large farmers 


within the purview of the Act. Why 
should the gentlemen farmers of Ireland, 
whose land was worth more than £5,000, 


be debarred from the purchase ot their 
farms and from the joys of ownership ? 
Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) said the? 


The right hon. the Chief Secretary 


would forgive him for saying that he 


The British taxpayer did not | 


to the loan and the bonus was not of, 


enormous importance. What was of 
enormous importance, however, was that 
this Bill should be the means of settling 
the Irish land question, and that no 
portion of the loan should be repudiated. 
From the standpoint of the British tax- 
payer he had been very much struck by a 
remark made by the hon. and learned 
Member for Louth, viz., that some of 
the farmers who would be excluded by 
the £5,000 limit under the Bill as it at 
present stvod, were most intelligent men, 
who would be leaders of opinion on the 
estates where they were tenants That 
was a matter of great importance. 
When such farmers found that the 
£5,000 limit would not be sufficient to 
allow of their farms being purchased, or 
that outside the £5,000 they would have 
to make arrangement, by no means so 


favourable as in the case of the farmer | 


just below the £5,000 limit, that might 


had not been quite fair in, so early in 


British taxpayer. The gentlemen farmers 
of Ireland were as honourable men as the 
gentlemen armers of England or Scot- 
land, and would fulfil their obligations to 
the veryletter. The right hon. Gentleman 
knew how the ordinary tenant farmers 
had behaved. Out of 76,000 purchase 
transactions there had been only two 
bad debts; and it was not likely that 
the gentlemen farmers would be remiss 
in paying their debts. If this concession 
was not given to them there would be 
discontent. As to the British taxpayer, 
he did not stand to lose one farthing by 
the transaction, and when £250.000,000 
had been given for the War in South 
Africa, why should they not have 
a few millions for Ireland? England 
overtaxed Ireland every year £2,500,000 
beyond her proper due. The argu- 
ments which applied to other Land 
Acts did not apply to the present 
Bill. They were to relieve the poorest 
of the poor; but this Bill was to effect 
a pacification throughout Ireland, and 
to bring about a social revolution. 
Therefore any person who belonged to 
the tenant class should not be excluded. 


possibly turn the balance and lead to the | The Chief Secretary had not commenced 
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the discussion in the conciliatory manner 
in which the Irish Members were deter- 
mined to carry it on. He asked the 
right hon. Gentleman to have an open 
mind on the question, because he knew 
the discontent, the heartburning, and 
the disappointment which his declara- 
tion would produce. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.) said 
he did not think the attitude taken 
up by the Chief Secretary was at 
all in keeping with the attitude 
which he displaved on the Second Read- 
ing of the Bill. Knowing the evils of 
dual ownership, he would ask the right 
hon. Gentleman to consider the argu- 


{COMMONS} 





ments put forward with such great 
force by the hon. Member for York. 
So far as Ulster was concerned, unless | 
the Amendment was accepted the Act | 
would not be operative over at least half | 
of that province. In an estate of say | 
200 tenants, thirty would be over the | 


limit. Was the landlord to sell to 170 | 
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ment suggested by the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone. If neither of the 
Amendments was accepted, he would be 
prepared to support the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman in the division Lobby. 


Mr. GORDON (Londonderry, 5%.) 
said he understood that the object of the 
Government was to get rid of dual 
ownership of land in Ireland, and as far 
as possible to bring peace and prosperity 
to that country. It was now, however, 
proposed to leave a certain quantity of 
land in the position it was at present. 
The point of view of the British taxpayer 
had been referred to, and he would ask 
the right hon. Gentleman to pause and 
consider what that was. If the Govern- 
ment were willing—and he for one was 
perfectly satisfied that they were right in 
taking that course—to advance money for 
the purchase of small holdings, and were 
satisfied that the money would be 
secured and would be repaid, then 
they ought to be doubly satisfied with 


tenants, and keep up his estate office, | reference to the money to be advanced 
retain his agent and bailiffs to collect | for the purchase of larger holdings. 
rent from the remaining thirty? In| He was most anxious that this Bill 
his opinion the clause would be fatal to| should put an end to the differences 
the working of the Act in many districts. | between landlord and tenant in lreland ; 
Clause 49 showed how important the | and if his hon. and gallant friend went 
Government regarded the mortgaging | to a division he would be prepared to 
of farms in Ireland. It provided that support him. 

a farmer should not be in a position to | 
mortgage his holding after having pur- | a alias 
chased it without the consent of the| Mk. T.M. HEALY said that theGovern- 
Land Commission. But now the right | ™ent could not have considered this 


hon. Gentleman stated in the debate | matter with reference to Clause 17, 
that the only remedy for the large | Which provided that where an estate 


farmer was, in addition to mortgaging | was purchased by the Land Commission 
his farm to the Government, to borrow | and tenants on the estate, to the extent 
the balance required for purchase, from | of three-fourths in number and rateable 
In his | Value, had agreed to purchase their 


a bank or a money-lender. 7 : ; 
holdings, no proceedings to fix the fair 


opinion, that would be fatal to the. . 
working of the Act so far as the large Tent of any holding on the estate 
farmers were concerned, and it would | Should be taken. The one-fourth, 
prevent landlords selling to the smaller | therefore, would not be allowed to 





tenants. Further, the hon. and gallant | 
Gentleman who moved the Amendment 
pointed out that the Bill as it stood 
would have the effect of sub-dividing 
holdings between father and son in 
order to enable the farmer to take 
advantage of the Act. He would 
ask the Chief Secretary if he could not 
accept the Amendment of the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman, to accept the Amend- 


Mr. Swift MacNeill. 





purchase, nor would they be allowed 
to have fair rents fixed. That was a 
position which the Government never 
intended to take up. and it was clear 
that some Amendment would have to 
be made. Unless the Irish Secretary 
was fettered by some invisible bond, 
and was obliged to take his sailing 
directions from a right hon. Gentle- 
man who was not now present, he 
would suggest that the question be 
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postponed, Did the right hon. Gentle- {the British taxpayer; but a great many 
man imagine that when all the Irish | hon. Members on that side of the House, 
Members, the representatives of both | if they found, on the Third Reading, that 
landlords and tenants, were agreed, the measure was not likely to receive 
that the clause would be allowed to the assent of both the great parties in 
stand as it was in another place? Did Ireland, would not hesitate to vote 
the right hon. Gentleman wish that against it. 
those large tenants would, for the first 
time in their lives, exclaim ‘‘Thank' Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) 
God we have a House of Lords’’ ? |said he had had an opportunity of 
addressing his constituents on the Bill; 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) said | 
he was glad to hear the Chief Secretary | 
talk about the British taxpayer, and | 
he hoped the right hon. Gentleman | 
would resist the Amendment which | 


and he found it was a matter on which 
they were prepared to act generously. 
Although it was true that the British 
taxpayer would become responsible for 
the whole of the purchase money, yet it 


was being very strongly pressed upon was only the landlords’ interest that was 
him. He did not complain of hon. | being purchased; and in a great many 
Gentlemen opposite; but it seemed to! cases, especially in the case of a small 
him that some hon. Gentlemen repre- holding, a great part of the property 
senting English constituencies had a/ wasthe creation ofthe tenant. Therefore 
very curious idea of how such con-| the amount for which the British tax- 
stituencies should be treated. It was! payer would be liable would in many 
very hard to br ng home to the British | cases be less than half the total value of 
taxpayer the liability he was incurring ;/ the holding. That was an aspect of the 
and he trusted that as the Bill proceeded | case which he had put before his con- 
in Committee, the British taxpayer stituents, and they were quite sutisfied 
would wake up to the burdens which | that the security was good, and that the 
he was taking upon his shoulders. He responsibility would not be by any means 
hoped that the Bill would emerge | serious. The Amendment, if accepted, 
from Committee very considerably | might enlarge the scope of the transaction 
altered in the direction of limitations;| by something like 20 per cent. But 
and he trusted that on the present even if it did, he hoped the Chief Secre- 
occasion the Chief Secretary would | tary, having regard to the great public 
show himself firm and keep to the | object to be achieved, would not shrink 
determination he had announced. | from it. 


*Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) said he did | Masor JAMESON (Clare, W.) said 


not at all agree with the hon. Gentle-| there was no greater argument in 
man who had just spoken. He thought | favour of the right hon. Gentleman, the 
the Chief Secretary might rest assured | Chief Secretary trying to meet both 
that as far as the British taxpayer was | Sides of the House than that used by 


concerned, the only failure with which he | the hon. Member for Stoke, who had 





ld h the right hon. Gentl | pointed out to the Committee that there 
eu Ek a dda in ace cc | could be no risk. That was absolutely 


clear, and for the sake of the general 
| harmony of the Committee he appealed 


| to the right hon. Gentleman to give way 


would be the failure to make a settle- 
ment of this matter. They had gone 
a great deal too far already in reliance 
on the benefits which they hoped to 
purchase, even at the cost of some possible 
sacrifices, toshrink now from making an 
addition to the Bill which was agreed 


to by both parties, and which was | t 
symmetrical | certainly ought to arrive at some decision. 


necessary to make it 
and satisfactory. The first essential 
of the Bill was that it should satisfy 
both parties in Ireland, and give a fair 
start to the regeneration of the agricul- 
tural population. That would satisfy 








'on this point, which was not one that 


affected the principle of the Bill. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the Committee 


He had given his ground for arriving at 
the decision he had, and if the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman pressed that matter 
to a division he would be obliged to vote 
against him. Personally he thought 
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that was the proper course, but in the | 
absence of the British taxpayer he would | 
not perhaps be justified in taking a) 
course which might preclude the question | 
being considered on a future occasion. 
It was possible that it might be held that | 
having passed the words in the Bill as | 
they at present existed, any change | 
would be of a monetary ‘character, and | 
that the question could not be reopened. | 
Although he thought there was a good | 
del to be said for not drawing largely | 
on the funds of those best circum- 
stanced in Ireland, still he should allow 
that consideration to germinate in the | 
minds of hon. Members opposite, and | 
discuss the matter at a later stage of 
the Bill. That, however, could not be 
done except by the hon. and gallant | 
Member withdrawing the Amendment, 


when they could put in the words of the | 
as | 


hon. Member for South Tyrone 
amended by this Act.” 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND congratulated 
the right hon. Gentleman on the sugges- 
tion he had just made, and pointed out 
that the hon. and gallant Member in with- 
drawing his Amendment would not be 
in any way prejudiced. 


*Sizk JOHN COLOMB said he should | 


withdraw his Amendment with great 
pleasure. He would just like to say he 
was extremely glad the right hon. 
Gentleman had taken the course he had, 
and he hoped the debate which had taken 
place would have a good effect. 


Amendment by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 1, line 13, after the word ‘ Acts’ 
to insert the words ‘as amended by this Act.’ ” 
—(Mr. T. W. Russell.) 


Question, “‘ That those words be there | 
added,” put, and agreed to. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said the 
Amendment he now proposed to move | 
taised the most important question, in 
the opinion of the Irish Members, in 
Clause 1, and, in fact, the most important 
question in the whole Bill. It raised 
the question of zones of limitation. He 
was extremely glad he had been called 
upon to move this Amendment in the | 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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face of similar Amendments on the 
Paper, as it was necessary that there 
| should be a clear-cut issue on which to 
| take the decision of the House. The 


‘universal opinicn on the tenant side in 


Ireland, an opinion which was largely 
shared by a certain class of landlords, 
was that the zone limits of this Bill 
were absurd and iniquitous. There 
were two limits. There was the limit 
on the minimum price and the limit on 
the maximum price which the tenant 


| was called upon to pay before he could 
'take advantage of the Bill. 


Take the 
minimum price first. Some Gentlemen 
were in favour of the abolition of both 
these limits, and one of the Amendments 
on the Paper before him proposed to 
abolish both, but the opinion of the 


| tenants of Ireland was that so far as the 


limitation of the minimum reduction 
and the maximum price was concerned 
it ought to be retained. In the Bill it 
was fixed at 10 per cent., but the 
tenants thought that was too low, and 
that it ought to be raised from 10 to 25 
per cent. It might be asked why not 
abolish these limits altogether and leave 
the law as it was at present? In the law 
as it stood there was no limitation, but, 
on the other hand, the duty was thrown 
on the Land Commission to hold an 
inquiry into the value of the land in 
order that they might be able to say 
that the price at which it was bought 
was not too high, and that the holding 
was a good security for the loan. In 


such a case there was no need of a limit. 
, But this Bill was based on a different 


principle. This Bill was based on the 
theory that the value of the holding 
should be abolished, and that the Land 
Commission should be compelled to 
sanction the loan. In those circum- 
it was almost necessary that 
should be some limitation of 
the maximum price the tenant should 


|pay, otherwise if he paid too large 
a price the security of the State would 


be impaired or destroyed. Therefore 
the convention of the tenants of Ire 
land advocated this limit. He therefore 


| did not ask for its abolition, but a small 
| enlargementof the limitation. But he saw 


no! eason whatever forthe other limitation. 


| As the Bill stood, no tenant could pur- 


chase his holding unless he paid at least 
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the minimum price mentioned in the 
Bill. Although landlord and tenant 
might agree toa price as fair and reason- 
able, it would not be possible to carry 


out the purchase unless the price com- | 


plied with this limitation. Could it be 
seriously argued that under a so-called 
voluntary Bill the State should step in 
and upset bargains on the ground that 


the landlord was selling his land too) 
by their | 


cheaply? Irish landlords, 
ability, keen business instincts, and 
power of organisation and resistance, 


were well able to take care of themselves | 


in this matter, and it was ludicrous to 
say in a voluntary Bill that the State 
must have power to step in and prevent 
a landlord selling his land at a price 
which he considered was fair and just. 
The restriction was not wanted for the 
protection of the State, because the 
lower the price the tenant paid the 
better the security of the State. Further- 
more, not only was the restriction absurd, 
but it might work manifest and gross 
injustice. 

Everybody knew that all over Ire- 
land there were holdings which were 
not woth anything like twenty-two 
years purchase of the second -term 
rents. That was admitted by the 
framers of the Bill, because they had 
provided that the limitation should not 
apply to congested districts or congested 


estates, which were defined as being | 


estates on which one-half of the tenants 
were under acertain valuation. Scarcely 
an estate could be found on which there 
were not holdings so poor and small that 
a price of twenty-two years purchase 
would be an absurdity. Under the 
operation of the Bill either those hold- 
ings would be excluded from any 
proposed purchase, or the unfortunate 


tenants would be tempted into offering | 


an extravagant price, with the result 
that the security of the State would be 
imperilled, if not destroyed, and the 
whole future of this question endangered. 
He had not heard a single sound argu- 
ment in favour of the proposal from any 
point of view whatever. He had antici- 
pated that the Chief Secretary’s reply 
would have been that the Commissioners 
would put these holdings together and 
call them congested estates, but it was 
clear from his declaration that the right 
hon. Gentleman had no idea of the Com- 
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{missioners holding one or two such 
holdings to be an estate within the 
/meaning of the Bill. On the Chief 
| Secretary’s own admission, therefore, 
something would have to be inserted to 
protect these poor holdings. He had 
/shown that this limitation was not in 
the interest of the State and the tax- 
/payers, and that it was manifestly 
against the interest of the tenant and 
against common justice. Was it in the 
interest of the landlord? He could net 
/conceive why the Irish landlords as a 
body had not joined heartily in the 
demand for the abolition of the limita- 
tion. The only defence of it that he 
had heard was a reference in passing by 
the Attorney-General for Ireland to 
the effect thatit was necessary to protect 
the landlords from undue pressure to 
sell at a low price. Such an argument 
would not stand examination for a 
moment. If a landlord pleaded the 
provision of the Bill as a reason for not 
selling at, say, eighteen years purchase, 
the tenants would at once reply that 
_under the Act of 1896 he could declare 
a reduction of his existing rents for the 
purpose of the sale, and thus come 
within the limitation. From that point 
of view, therefore, the limitation was 
absolutely worthless. But it had been 
argued that the abolition of the limita- 
tion would lead to renewed agitation 
and conflict between classes in Ireland. 
If he really believed that, it would have 
a serious influence on his mind, but he 
believed exactly the opposite. If the 
Government abolished the limit, and left 
the landlord and tenant free to bargain, 
there would be no undue interference, 
and the bargaining would go on amicably 
all over the country. But, if they 
‘retained the limit, the maximum 
reduction would inevitably be taken by 
the people asthe minimum they ought 
to ask, and all over the country there 
would be an organised attempt to obtain 
that as the minimum reduction. He 
| was convinced, therefore, that, in the 
| interests of the landlords themselves, as 
well as of the peace of the country, and 
in order to destroy the chance of a 
‘renewal of class’ conflict, this 
limitation ought to be abolished. 

Possibly it would be said that the 
tenants’ representatives agreed to this 
at the Land Conference. The Report 
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ot that Conference was the result of a 
compromise. Each side gave up some- 
thing for the sake of peace. The tenants’ 
representatives originally proposed there 
should be a minimum but no maximum 
reduction, but in order to prevent the 
absolute breakdown of the meeting, and 
in return for concessions on other points, 
they gave way on this. For his own 
part, if the Chief Secretary had embodied 
the Conference Report in full in the 
Bill, he would have upheld it, and he 
believed the Irish tenantry would have 
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| Amendment proposed— 


| “In page 1, line 15, to leave out from the word 
| ‘advance, to end of Sub-section (2), and insert 

the words ‘ provided that the purchase annuity 

payable under this Act will be, in the case of the 
| purchase of a holding, subject to a judicial rent 
| fixed or agreed to since the passing of the Act 
| of 1896, not less than 15 per cent. below the 
| existing rent, and, in the case of the purchase 
| of a holding subject to a judicial rent fixed 
| before that date or of a holding which is not 
| subject to a judicial rent but the tenancy in 
| which is one to which in the opinion of the 
| Land Commission the Land Purchase Acts 
| apply, not less than 25 ag cent. below the ex- 
| isting rent.’”—(Mr. John Redmond.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 


accepted it ; but it was childish and not | 
honest to pick out one portion, and, | proposed to be left out, to the word ‘or ’ 
rejecting others, declare that the tenants | jn line 18, stand part of the clause.” 
had agreed to it and were bound by it. | 

He certainly did not feel himself bound) -Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.) said 


by one portion of the Report, when other 
portions which had been conceded by 
the other side in return were struck out. 
It was impossible to exaggerate the im- 
ortance of this Amendment. If the 
Chief Secretary could see his way to 
make a concession on this point, there 
was no earthly doubt that on almost 
every other part of the Bill they would 


|he agreed with the hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford that upon 
the question of Amendments to Clause 
1 depended, he would not say the 
whole future of the Bill, but un- 
doubtedly to a very large extent its 
successful working in Ireland. They 
ought not to forget that this was a Bill 
to tacilitate voluntary purchase in Ire- 





land. The real force behind the Bill 
was that notable Conference in Dublin, 
which achieved the remarkable result of 
uniting the owners and the occupiers of 
the soil in Ireland. He joined with the 
hon. and learned Member for Waterford 


be able after argument to arrive at a 
satisfactory arrangement. But if the 
right hon. Gentleman adopted a non 
possumus attitude, he feared it would be 
beyond the power of the best friends of 
the Bill, and the policy it represented, 
to make the measure appear attractive | in regretting that the Government did 
or satisfactory to the people of Ireland. | not accept the terms drawn up in the 
He felt most keenly upon this subject, | Report of that Conference. In March 
and he asked the right hon. Gentleman | Jast the Chief Secretary said that in 
to weigh carefully what he and others | view of the recommendations of the 
had said on various sides of the House.| Conference Report and other recom- 
The fate of this Bill depended upon | mendations from authoritative sources 
these discussions. He did not mean s0/he was willing to provide that the 
much the passage of the Bill, because | Jandlord might make his own arrange- 
the right hon. Gentleman had the power | ment. if they fell within the policy of 
to pass it in spite of anything they | the Bill. Hon. Gentlemen opposite had 
might say; but he was speaking more | not complained that the provision in 
of what would happen in the future in the Bill, which provided for a 10 per 
regard to whether this Bill was going to | cent. reduction, had been raised to 15 
provide a practical settlement of the| per cent. The hon. Member wanted 
Irish land question, and whether it was | to know why they objected to sweeping 
going to carry out the hopes cherished | away altogether the lower limit. He 
by them during the last few months, or| wished to know why landlord and 
whether it was going to be one more of | tenant should not be allowed to agree 
the many failures of British statesmen | for a lower price than the minimum in 
to deal satisfactorily with this question. | the Bill. A good many answers might 
He earnestly commended the Amend-| be given to this point. The hon. and 
ment he had now the honour to move Jearned Member ought to consider some- 
to the favourable consideration of the | thing about the remainder man. He 
Committee. | had been told that the great insurance 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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companies in England had several | £3,172, which, if invested at 3} per 
million pounds invested in Irish| cent. would yield about the present 


securities. They knew how necessary| income of the farm. This was about 
it was to provide reasonable security| the most favourable case which could 
against the undue depreciation of a| occur under Clause 1. The hon. and 
huge amount of capital invested like | learned Member for Waterford would 
that. They ought to prevent the limit| see that if this Bill was to be accepted 


for sacrificing his estate, and they should | 
remember that under this Bill no notice | 
whatever was given to the remainder) 
man. One had to bear in mind the 
necessity of looking after the interests | 
of the remainder man upon this ques- 
tion. He thought they did get roughly | 
a Court of uniformity under this Bill, | 
and they prevented the sum being made | 
very much lower than others. If they 
had a great fluctuation between those 
annuities they might have fresh sources 
of discontent in Ireland. Those were 
some of the reasons which made these 
limitations necessary. As to whether 
the limitations proposed were the best 
he had some doubt. He believed the 
Conference terms were far more favour- 
able to the landlords and the tenants 
than the terms under this Bill. He 
thought if the Government had risen 
to the full height of a great occasion 
this measure would have been far more 
satisfactory to the great bulk of the 
Irish noone and would certainly have 
worked without the slightest injury or 
danger to the English Exchequer, and 
would have been far more satisfactory | 


than the measure they had before’ 
them. | 

People were apt to forget the) 
difference between second-term and 


in Ireland by the land-owning classes 
it must be framed in such a way as to 
induce those owners to sell who had not 
hitherto been willing to bring their 
estates into the market. The present 
Land Purchase Acts had come to a 
standstill, not from the unwillingness 
of the tenants to buy, but from the re- 
luctance of the owners to part with 


| their estates upon what they considered 


to be unfair terms. If this Bill was to 
be the great measure which they all 
hoped it would be, it must bring in 
those landlords who had hitherto stood 
aloof. He hoped the Chief Secretary 
would not lightly abandon the position 
he had taken up. He had not brought 
forward an argument which weighed 
with alarge number of people, namely, 
that these limitations would prevent 
agitation or undue pressure being placed 
on tenants by organisations, or the laud 
lords themselves. He was not inclined 
to think that was a contingency which, 
under present circumstances, was not 
likely to occur. He preferred to base 
his argument in favour of the retention 
of these limitations on the ground 
that they were essential to the satis- 
factory working of a voluntary Bill, 


'and that without them they would not 


get co-operation between the occupying 





He would give the) class and the landlords in Ireland, whose 


Committee the particulars of a farm | help in the working of the measure was 
in Ireland. The old rent was £150! essential to success. 

a year. The first rent was fixed in| 

1881, and showed a 20 per cent. re-, Mr. T. W. RUSSELL hoped the Com- 
duction, which reduced it virtually to | mittee would not complain if the debate 
£120. The second-term rent in 1896 | upon this measure should occupy a little 
gave a reduction of 18 per cent., which) more time than they expected. He 
reduced the rental to about £100.| could assure the Committee that the 
Under this clause, if it is passed, the | debate on Clause 1 would go a long way 
highest price the landowner could get | towards settling the whole Bill. Every- 
was obtained by allowing the tenant | thing else would be much simpler and 
a minimum reduction of 10 per cent on much easier. He would have been glad 
the second-term rent, and charging him | of a Motion to leave out the clause and 
at £90 for his annuity. That was in| leave a free and open market as that 
accordance with the terms of the Bill. | market existed now under the Land 
The purchase money worked out at Purchase Acts. But if the Bill was to 
£2,832, and if they added to that sum | be amended it must be amended on its 
12 per cent, all round it made a total of ' own frame, and therefore they were shut 


first-term rents. 
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up toa consideration of the Bill as it | 


stocd. The Chief Secretary had very | 
properly referred to the difficulty of 
dealing with the subject, at least as re-| 
garded finance in the absence of the 
British taxpayer. The greater part of) 
that afternoon they had had an Irish 
Parliament, and so far they had got on | 
very well indeed. If the Chief Secretary | 
was anxious about the British taxpayer 
a few moments ago in regard to the 
limit he would desire a much larger 
audience of the representatives of the 
British taxpayer onthe present Amend- 
ment. These limits affected the State 
seriously, and they affected the tenant | 
and the landlord. He had beside him 
a volume, nota very popular one, 

of the Dublin Gazette. People did not 
often look at it, but it contained a mass} 
of information on this question well 
worth study. He took from the Dublin | 
Gazette of April 3rd—so that it was not 
ancient history—a decision given by the 
Irish Land Commission on the applica 

tion of the Protestant Bishop of, 
Limerick, the right Rev. Dr. Bunbury, 

in regard to the sale of hisestate. That, 
estate consisted of nine holdings and the 
rent was £632, something like an 
average of £70 for each holding. This_ 
was not a piece of bog in any part of | 
Ireland, but rich substantial land 
and rather large farms, as they would 
say in Ireland. The Bishoparranged for | 
the sale of these nine holdings on his | 
estate at eighteen years purchase and | 
the result came to £11,444. The Land 
Commission sitting in Dublin refused to | 
sanction the advance of £11,444 on the! 
ground that the farms did not give 
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If the Chief Secretary was going to 
appeal to the British taxpayer, he 
wanted to know what earthly defence 
there was for a proposal of that kind. 
Now he came to North Down. Lord 
Clanwilliam had an estate there. He 
had exercised the right which the Land 
Purchase Acts gave him to sell a single 
holding. The rent was £16 and the 
money to be advanced was £320. The 


‘Land Commission refused to sanction 


an advance on the ground that the 
security was not adequate. What would 
Lord Clanwilliam get under the Bill? 
The least would be £352. If the Land 
Commission felt itself unable to advance 
£320 on a single farm, how were they 
to meet the British taxpayer when, 
without any investigation whatever, they 
were compelled to pay at least £352 for 
that farm? He would take the Plummer 
estate in county Limerick, and he referred 
to the Dublin Gazette of June 5th. This 
estate was not a congested estate at all. 
He did not think there were many 
congested estates in that county. The 
landlord and the tenant agreed to sell 
and buy at a little over seventeen years 
purchase, and the purchase money was 
£15,961. The sanction of the Land 


'Commission was refused on the ground 


that the security was inadequate. Would 
it be believed that under this Bill, 
without any inspection at all, the least 


| this man would receive would be £17,908, 


and the highest would be £22,792, with 
the bonus in addition? He wanted the 
British taxpayer to take an interest in 
this matter. They were now coming to 
close quarters. Now was the time for 
his hon. friend the Member for Stoke to 


adequate security for that advance. The get his war paint on. He said that 
minimum which the Bishop could receive | there could not be any possibility of 
under the Bill was twenty-two years defence for proposals of this kind. They 
purchase of these second-term rents— | could go over the Jublin Gazette and find 


that was the worst that could happen to case after case such as he had put now. 


him—which would bring him £13,904. | These were not solitary cases. He asked 
He could get, if the tenants agreed, | the Chief Secretary a Question the other 
twenty-eight years purchase, £17,696. | day. He asked how many applications 
The Land Commission iefused to| had been refused since the Land Pur- 
sanction £11,000 on the ground that| chase Acts came into operation because 
these holdings were not security for that | the security was inadequate. Under 
sum, but the minimum he could get! the Acts of 1885 and 1888, 1,286 appli 
under the Bill would be £13,000 and | cations had been refused, involving 


the maximum £17,000, and he would | £467,872, on the express ground that 

get his bonus in addition. Where was the security was inadequate, and under 

the British taxpayer now? He wanted | the Act of 1891, there were 789 refusal: 

hon. Members now to, bristle up a bit. 
Mr. T. W. Russell. 


for £175,154, or in all, during the 
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seventeen years the Acts had been in| 


operation, 2.075 cases had been refused 
for the gross sum of £643,026. 


The real truth of the matter was 
this, and the Committee had better 
realise it, that there had always been 
a danger of tenants in arrear with 
rent being pressed to give more than 
they ought to give for the land. 
Up to the present the British taxpayer 
had had a judicial inspection of the hold- 
ing ; he had got the report of the Land 
Commission as to the security being 
adequate; but that now vanished under 
Clause 1. The taxpayer had no defence 
whatever against the weakness of the 
tenant and the pressure of the landlord. 
He maintained that these limits opened 
up the gravest question which they would 
have to discuss. During the Second Read- 
ing of the debate the right hon. the Chief 
Secretary, when speaking of the question 
of the limits, said that the Land Con- 
ference was responsible for the suggestion. 
Now, that was not so. He entirely 
agreed with his hon. friend the Member 
for Waterford on that point. He would, 
however, give a little more in detail 
what the Land Conference actually pro- 
posed. He would not enter into the 
question of what the tenants’ representa- 
tives desired. His hon. friend said that 
when the Conference met the tenants 
were in favour of a minimum reduction 
of 20 per cent. on the second-term rents ; 
but that was not the finding of the Con- 
ference. A proposal was made by Lord 
Dunraven that the reduction on the 
second-term rents, or the fair equivalent, 
should be not less than 15 or more than 
25 per cent., taking the reductions as in 
the Act of 1896. It was a curious thing 
that when that decision was quoted the 
last part of the sentence was invariably 
left out. The Government Bill was based 
on the idea of the Land Conference ; that 
was on the idea of a limit, but it altered 
every figure, and wholly ignored the pro- 
posals for a decadal reduction. In 
altering 15 to 10 per cent. it lessened the 
security of the British taxpayer for the 
advance. 
made, and he repeated that if they had 
not the security of inspection they had 
nothing between the landlord’s pressure 
and the tenant’s weakness. 

CoLonEL SAUNDERSON: What is 
landlord pressure ? 
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Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that where 


the tenant was in arrears and likely to be 


That was the first difference | 


| 


evicted pressure could be put upon him 
to purchase his holding at a price that he 
ought not to give; and the fact that 
more than 2,000 cases of proposed pur- 
chase were rejected by the Land Com- 
mission showed what the pressure was. 
The maximum reduction of the Conference 
was 25 per cent., but that was altered in 
the Bill to 50 per cent. Clearly it was 
imagined that that was to the advantage 
of the tenant ; but how would it operate 4 
The Government were extending the 
tenant’s privileges and advantages, where 
in ninety cases out of 100 they would be 
of no use, because the majority of the 
tenants would not get more than a 2U or 
25 per cent. reduction of second term 
rents. Very few landlords, unless on 
uneconomic holdings, would sell at more 
than a 20 or 25 per cent. reduction, there- 
fore the tenants had no advantage in 
increasing the Conference 25 per cent. to 
30 per cent. They struck at the State 
assuredly in altering 15 to 10, and they 
struck at the tenant in altering 25 to 30. 
He maintained, therefore, that it was not 
fair to quote only one part of the Con- 
ference Report and leave the other out. 


He came now to the question of ignor- 
ing the decadal reductions. Let them see 
how these operated. There were 80,000 
second-term rents fixed. If one of these 
holdings were taken with a rent of £100, 
that rent was reduced in 1882 by 20 per 
cent. In 1897 the tenant again went 
into Court and had another 20 per cent. 
taken off the £80 rent, and that brought 
the rent down to £62 instead of £100. 
They commenced the purchase operation 
on a £62 rent, and suppose a tenant got 
a mean reduction of between 20 and 30 
per cent. he would be in the position of 
paying an annuity for sixty years of 
£50 instead of £100. That man would 
be placed in a tolerably good position ; 
but the Conference Report put him in a 
still better position, and with no loss 
either to the State, the landlord, or any- 
body else. The Conference Report pro- 
posed that a tenant at the end of ten years 
should get a 10 per cent. reduction, and at 
theexpiration of a second term of ten years 


| another reduction, and, at the expiration 


tage ; it was a great help to the tenants 


of a third term of ten years, a further re- 
duction. All that was done by the Act 
of 1896. It had this enormous advan- 
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if bad times came. to have a lessening 
annuity to pay; and it was an enormous 
security to the State. Who had asked 
for the limits in the Bill? He had 
heard from the hon. Member for Brad- 
ford that day, for the first time, what 
he considered to be something like a 
real reason for these limits. The 
suggestion was that a limited owner, an 
owner who had very little interest in 
his estate, might sell at a low rate, and 
so set the price for the whole district, 
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that the maximum reduction was to 
prevent pressure being put on the 


iandlord. That was the suggestion of 
his right hon. friend the Attorney- 
General for Ireland. What pressure 
had been put upon the Irish landlords 
to sell during the seventeen years that 
the Land Purchase Acts had been in 
operation? He would prove that the 
ressure had been all the other way. 
he cases which had been refused 


‘showed that pressure had been put by 


his object being to get hold of the bonus. | 


He was not saying that that was not a 
good object ; he thought it was very 
likely to happen. There were a whole 
lot of “scallywag” landlords in Ireland 
who would sell their holdings for half 
nothing, accept the bonus, and bolt 
with the proceeds. That was a thing 
which ought to be guarded against. 
But was not that a small object, indeed, 
compared with the price which the 
British taxpayer was going to pay 4 
Beyond and above everything else, the 
Committee ought to devote its attention 
to these limits. Who asked for them ? 
He challenged the Chief Secretary to 
show a single document from the Land- 
owners’ Convention—he had carefully 
read all their literature for years; he 
was impregnated with it—usking for a 
minimum price. He could perfectly 
understand that if this were a Bill for 
the compulsory sale of land, it would 


be absolutely necessary to put in 
a minimum price; but a minimum 
price in a voluntary Bill was a 


contradiction in terms. 


The whole thing meant a system of pre- 
ferential tariffs for the Irish landlords, 
and he objected to all preferential tariffs. 
He objected on another ground. The 
first limit of 10 per cent. or 15 per cent. 
Has not only defensible, but, when they 
had abolished the inspection of estates, 
it was absolutely necessary. Judicial 
rents were all very good, but they were 
not infallible; and it was little enough 
that the British taxpayer should have 
a 15 per cent. reduction before the 
advance was sanctioned. But there was 
no logical defence tor the maximum re- 
duction of 30 per cent. It was soabsurd 
and outrageous that, if the British 
taxpayers were properly represented in 
this House, it would be impossible to 
carry such a proposa!. They were told 

Mr. T, W. Russell. 


the landlords on the tenants to agree 
to terms that could not be sanctioned. 
If no pressure were put on the land- 
lords in time of war, when the landlord 
and the tenant never met except in a 
Land Court, or some other Court, and 
when his right hon. friend the Attorney- 
General never met the tenants except 
in a Crimes Court, how could pressure 
arise in the milleninum that had now 
arrived. The truth of the matter was 
that the tenants could not put pressure 
on the Irish landlords. The landlords 
were in possession of the soil, and the 
Bill was not compulsory. His right hon. 
friend the Attorney-General represented, 
as he himself did, an almost purely agri- 
cultural constituency. Did his right hon. 
friend anticipate that in any part of the 
North of Ireland any undue pressure 
would be put upon a landlord to sell his 
estate at a price at which he ought not 
to sell it. With a voluntary Bill the 
tenants could exercise no pressure what- 
ever that he was aware of. Why should 
the Committee assume that the old war 
was going to break out again? Why 
should a limit be put in the Bill which 
meant, “Thus far you shall go and no 
farther.” Above all, why should the 
same terms be exacted for an agricultural 
slum as would be exacted for good land. 
He held that the Irish landlord was 
doing uncommonly well, and did not 
need protection. He was getting an 
enormous price for his land, and a large 
bonus in addition. He would 
materially aided in the cost of transfer, 
and he would get payment in cash instead 
of in depreciated stock. There was no 
logical defence for the maximum reduc- 
tion; and he hoped the Government 
would be induced to withdraw it. 


be 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB said he sincerely 
hoped that his right hon. iriend the 
Chief Secretary would not accept the 
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Amendment, or anything like it. The 
hon. Gentleman who had just spoken 
had only a very cursory knowledge of a 
great part of Ireland. He had no doubt 
scurried through other parts of the 
country. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he repre- 
sented an Irish constituency, which the 
hon. Gentleman did not. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB said he did not 
see the point of that observation. The 
hon. Gentleman, and also the hon. 
Member for Waterford, said it was not 
fair to take the Conference Report, the 
reason being that the Conference was 
composed of men representing a variety 
of conflicting interests, and that it was 
very difficult to arrive at any conclusion 
at all. But the Conference did arrive 
at a conclusion ; and he maintained that 
the Government was, for the very same 
reasons entitled to adopt the principle 
in the Bill, because the same difficulty of 
arriving at a conclusion was equally 
great in this House. In expressing that 
hope, he echoed the universal demand of 
the Irish landlords that the Government 
should adhere to the zone principle. 
The hon. Member for South Tyrone 
spoke as if every landlord was a devil, and 
every tenant an angel. As a matter of 
fact, landlords and tenants were very 
much of a muchness in looking after 
their own interests. With reference to 
pressure being put on the landlords, did 
the hon. Member or the Committee 
never hear of groups of tenants, often- 
times under outside leadership, coming 


‘to the agent or the landlord, and saying, 


“We want to purchase, and we will 
only give you so much, and pay 4 per 
cent. on the purchase money.” ‘The 
pressure would be now still worse when 
the percentage was reduced. He en- 
treated the Committee, when landlords 
were spoken of, to picture the great 
proportion of the landlords of Ireland 
as men who had by their own industry, 
or by the industry of their fathers or 
grandfathers, invested money earned in 
business in what they conceived to be 
the best security—the land of their own 
country. Those werethe men who had to 
be considered; and it was mainly for their 
protection that the minimum and maxi- 
mum reductions were required. The 
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hon. Member for South Tyrone punctu- 
ated almost every sentence of his speech 
by a reference to the interests of the 
British taxpayer. It was a new thing to 
hear the hon. Member talk of the 
interests of anyone except a tenant. It 
was new zeal on his part to talk about 
the British taxpayer. The hon. Member 
referred to instances where landlord and 
tenants had agreed to sale and purchase, 
and in which the terms had been re- 
fused. He himself had in his mind a 
particular property, the landlord of which 
was driven to sell to the tenants, the ten- 
ants agreeing to pay seventeen and a half 
years purchase. Four years afterwards, 
the Land Commission honeycombed the 
agreement by allowing no tenant to pay 
more than sixteen years purchase, and 
some only paid twelve years purchase 
One tenant who had agreed to pay 
seventeen and a half years purchase, 
after four years, had his price fixed at 
thirteen years purchase. His original 
rent was £17, and his annual in- 
stalment after purchase was only £9. 
He recently sold that holding for £250. 
In a case of that kind the interest of the 
State would have been sufficiently safe- 
guarded had he purchased at twenty-one 
years on the original rent. 

The hon. Member for South Tyrone had 
left out of the question the position of 
middlemen, the leaseholder, the encum- 
brancers, the mortgagee, and the remainder 
man, all of whom had to be considered. 
Were they going to make it mandatory on 
the Land Commissioners to agree to any 
price which the landlord and tenant chose 
to agree to, no matter how it extinguished 
the rights and interest of all others con- 
cerned. The hon. Member for South 
Tyrone had said he did not remember a 
single passage in the Report of the Con- 
vention which dealt with the maximum 
and minimum prices. That might be 
true in the letter but not in the spirit. 
Both the Landlords’ Convention and the 
Tenants’ Conference arrived at practically 
the same conclusion—that the landlord 
should receive so much cash as would yield 
him at 3 per cent. his former income, and 
that fixed the minimum price of the land at 
once. The universal opinion of the land- 
lords of Lreland was that if the Government 
gave way on this question of zones the Bill 
would be wholly inoperative, and trouble 
would arise in the south and west of 
Ireland which would defeat the object 
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they all had, which was to come to a com- 
promise and settle the difficult and com- 
plicated question of the land in Ireland. | 
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Everybody was agreed that the Statecould 


| not be the gainer by the tenants paying ex- 


cessive rents ; on thecontrary men who were 


| seduced by this Bill to make an improvi- 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN said that 
up to the present not one of the 101 
representatives of Ireland had said one | 
word against the Amendment. The 
objections to it had been confined to two 
Irish gentleman who represented English 
constituencies. The hon. and gallant 
Member assumed to speak for the uni- 
versal opinion of Ireland, and laid stress 
on the fact that unless these limitations 
were preserved the result would be 
conflict with the tenant. Would there be 
no possibility of that conflict if these 
limitations were fixed? It was almost 
impossible to imagine why the landlords 
should object to the Amendment. The 
fact was that the retention of these limi- 
tations would be an incentive to, and 
would absolutely force, combination, and 
keep up the whole evil conflict and agita- 
tion in Ireland. If the Irish tenants were 
to be restrained within the limitations | 
which would unquestionably worsen their 
position by two or three years purchase, 
the inevitable result would be that they . 
would be driven to go for the highest 
maximum price the law laid down as a 
reduction, whereas if the Amendment 
were agreed to, and if the law only laid 
down the one standard of maximum price, 
anyone who knew the people and their 
present position knew that the tendency 
would be that they would be content 
with exceedingly little more than the 
maximum price laid down in the Act. In 
the great majority of cases there would 
be the strongest disinclination for any- 
thing like strife and conflict and the 
whole thing would be arranged on moder- 
ate terms. If the British taxpayers were 
anxious to keep out bad blood and agita- 
tion in Ireland, they would not hesitate 
a moment about giving up these limita- 
tions. The hon. and gallant Gentleman’s 
attitude was part of the old vice of not 
trusting the people. No people in the 
world understood their own interests | 
better than the Irish, and the moment 
fair terms were offered to them they | 
would at once endeavour to get out of | 
their horrible position and to improve | 
their holdings, but if they were confined | 
within these limitations their worst traits 
would be brought out, and they would be | 
forced to fight for the greatest limitation. | 


Sir John Colomb. 


| by-and-bye to the State. 


| whether the 


dent bargain would bea burdenandadanger 
The landlords 
who had got their money, and had got 
out of the partnership, might not care 
Bill succeeded or not, 
but the State would have to deal with 
these men in future years, possibly years 
of severe distress or some terrible national 
calamity. There was no danger of 
general repudiation, but if the tenants 
were forced into improvident and im- 
possible bargains. the State might easily 


| find honest poverty much more difficult 


to deal with than any conspiracy of 
repudiation. Jor the sake of the future 
peace of Ireland it was of the utmost 
importance these limitations should be 
removed. Under the Bill even the 
poorest tenants might be seduced into 
paying twenty-eight years purchase, and 
before ten years had elapsed they would 
be in a state of bankruptcy. Possibly not 
many would make so foolish a bargain, 
but why should the temptation be placed 
in their way ? 

Hon. Members could not realise what 
a powerful attraction the prospect of 
any reduction of rent was. Large 
bodies of tenants would risk anything 
to get some immediate relief, and the 
danger of these improvident bargains 
would apply principally to the poorest 


and most defenceless class of the com- 
| munity. 


The definition of the new 
congested estate: would leave at least 
100,000 of the poorest tenants in the 
country isolated and unprotected, to 
become victims of this minimum price. 
It was an extremely narrow definition, 
entirely depending on what the Estates 
Commissioners chose to consider as 
mountain or bog land, and in any case 
applying to a very small number of 
estates. In the richest parts of the 
country, side by side with the better-off 
tenants, would be a mass of these poor 
people ; the weakest would go to the 
wall; they would have to do as their 
richer neighbours did, with the result 
that they would soon be in arrears, they 
would be sold up, and their farms would 
be grabbed. By excluding tenants on 
congested estates the Government them- 
selves confessed that this minimum price 
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was dangerous and indefensible. It 
would place a legal premium upon the 
creation of a new, and possibly more 
troublesome, Irish difficulty. As to the 
second portion of the Amendment they 
admitted that for the protection of the 
State, as well as of the tenant, it was as 
necessary to retain the minimum reduc- 
tion as it was to abolish the minimum 
price. Unless that were done a minute 
inspection and valuation of over 300,000 
holdings would have to be made, with 
the result that generations would 
probably pass before any general 
transfer of land was effected. While, 


with a view to the more expeditious, 


working of the Bill, he recognised the 
necessity for this minimum reduction, 
he strongly urged that the existing 
minimum reduction of 15 or 20 per cent. 
would be totally inadequate for the 
protection either of the State or of the 
tenant. Experience had shown that the 
better off a man was the better the 
bargain he would make. The poorest 
men were almost certain to make the 
worst bargain the Bill would allow. In 
the matter of rent fixing, out of 330,000 
judicial rents 140,000 were not fixed in 
Court at all, but were dictated in the 
rent office by the landlord or his agent, 
and submitted to by the tenant under 
the pressure of arrears or some other 
element of compulsion. The consequence 
was that Mr. Gladstone’s Act, while it 
had done wonders for the better-off 
tenants, had done next to nothingin the 
way of a radical remedy for most of the 
poor tenants. The same thing had 
happened in the case of second-term 
rents. Of the 79,000 which had been 
fixed, about 34,000 were fixed, not in 
Court, but in the rent office. The result 
was that where tenants fought the thing 
out inCourt they got reductions averaging 
23 or 24 per cent., while the poor people 
who were wiled into so-called voluntary 
agreements got only 19 per cent., and in 
Connaught the reduction went as low as 
16 percent. Much the same thing would 
happen under this limitation. The poor 
people in arrears, desperately anxious for 
any relief, would be induced to make the 
worst bargain possible. The Bill would 
be the salvation of the landlords. As 
many of them as pleased would be enabled 
to remain, while to the remainder the 


Bill would give at. least * five; more 
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years parchase than they could obtain 
under the Ashbourne or Balfour Acts. 
He did not grudge them those generous 
terms so long as they did not insist on 
the tenants being two or three years 
purchase worse off than under the 
Ashbourne Acts. That was the crux of 
the whole situation. As the hon. Member 
for Bradford had stated, if the recom- 
mendations of the Land Conference had 
been adopted in their entirety, and the 
additional £8,000,000 bonus given, the 
Bill would have gone through without a 
single night's friction. The trouble was 
that a section of the landlords were 
attempting to use the advantage given 
them by this minimum price to extort 
from the tenants the £8,000,000 which 
the British Treasury refused to bear, 
and that, from the Irish point of 
view, was simply intolerable. 

If the landlords were willing to accept 
the tremendousad vantages they had been 
offered owing to the magnanimity of the 
tenants, which gave them at least five 
years additional purchase above what 
they could have got under the Ash- 
bourne Acts, and if they were willing 
to accept from the tenants the prices 
which had ruled in the open market for 
the last twenty years, he thought the 
landlords would make a superb bargain. 
Beyond that he did not think the 
intelligent tenants in Ireland would go. 
Irish tenants had no interest whatsoever 
in bidding one pound more for their 
land than had been given in the open 
market for the last thirty years. The 
prospects of agriculture in Ireland had 
become gradually worse, and so had the 
prospects of the landlords until the Land 
Conference showed them the daylight. 
If once the magnificent terms now open 
to the landlords owing to the tenants’ 
hearty desire for peace, were rejected, 
and if the Land Conference bargain 
should unhappily break down com- 
pletely, the tenants would have no 
alterna ive but to return to their old 
methods,and then the landlords’ interests 
would not again be a very saleable 
commodity. ‘Those who honestly desired 
to be the friends of the landlords ought 
to bear that fact in mind. As to any 
attempt to inflate the price of the land- . 
lords’ interest he agreed that the land- 


‘lords had not tried to do that at the 


Conference, but if they did try to do it 
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the tenants would have no alternative 
but to make efforts to restore the land 
market to its natural state. In justice 
to the landlords of Ireland he was bound 
to say that up to the present there had 
not been any considerable attempt in 
that direction, and he hoped there would 
not be. The whole question came to 
this—let the Irish people have the land 
substantially onthe Ashbourne Actsterms, 
and then the whole trouble in Ireland 
would be over. He said that to-night 
with more confidence than ever, but he 
was bound to add that if the landlords 
were ill-advised and were not content 
with the splendid advantages that had 
been given, and with being at least 
five years purchase better off than under 
the Ashbourne Acts, if they insisted 
upon attempting to make the Irish 
tenants two or three years worse off 
than they would be under the Ash- 
bourne Acts, or than they would be if 
this Act was not passed at all, then the 
thing would be certain to end badly 
both for the landlords and the tenants. 


This Amendment represented the unani- 
mous opinion of the people of Ireland,and 
of 100 out of 103 Irish representatives. 
Therefure in proposing this Amend- 
ment his hon. friendspokein the interests, 
not only of the people of Ireland, but 
also of the vast mass of the British 
taxpayers. Ifthe right hon. Gentleman 
would only put down his foot upon 
this question and say that he recognised 
that they ought not to fetter the 
tenants any more than they fettered 
the landlords, and if he would recognise 
that this wretched minimum price was 
only really demanded by one very small 
section of the Irish landlords, who did 
not love this Bill any more than they 
loved the Irish people, and who did 
not represent more than one-tenth of 
the Irish landlords; if the right hon. 
Gentleman in this matter would only 
yield to what was the unanimous opinion 
of Ireland and t: what was in the 
interests of the British taxpayers who 
understood this question ; if he would 
yield upon this question he agreed with 


the hon. Member for South Tyrone that. 


the rest of the progress of this Bill 
would be a very smooth and easy 
matter, and he would lay the best | 
foundation for the complete success of | 
this Bill in Ireland by trusting the 


Mr. William O Brien. 
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people and not putting upon them the 
almost intolerable disability which this 
clause would inflict. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
Burghs) said he did not think there 
could be any division of opinion upon 
the Opposition side of the House when 
they saw how this provision squared 
with the rights of the British taxpayers 
on the one hand, and the rights of the 
Irish tenantry on the other. It 
appeared to him to be a very strange 
proposition that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment should propose a hard and fast 
line in regard to the price for every 
variety of Irish land. That seemed to 
him to go to the very root of the entire 
situation. There were tracts of land in 
Ireland which any landlord or tenant in 
Ireland would say that to pay twenty- 
two years purchase of the present rental 
to acquire it would be a perfect outrage, 
and yet that was what was proposed as 
the minimum under this Bill. The 
hon. Member for Tyrone gave various 
illustrations, and two of them he would 
venture to repeat. He mentioned two 
cases, one from Limerick and one from 
County Down. In the Limerick case 
there was an agreement for a sale at. 
eighteen years purchase, and the entire 
figure was £11,444. Under the scheme 
of this Bill if they insisted upon the 
minimum the sum total would be not 
£11,444, but £13,904. In this case four 
years purchase would be added by this 
Bill to what the landlord and tenant 
were willing to agree upon. In the 
County Down case £320 was agreed 
upon, or twenty years purchase, and 
under this Bill the sum would be £400. 
or. in other words, the figure would be 
raised.from twenty to twenty-two years 
purchase. What he wanted to know 
was why should Parliament commit 
itself to a situation antagonistic to 
what landlords and tenants were willing 
to arrange between themselves? They 
had to consider the finances not merely 
from the point of view of the Irish 
tenant, but in this way, that unless the 
Irish tenant was put squarely upon the 
land and made to live under conditions 
of peace and contentment and ocom- 
parative prosperity, to that extent 
the security of the British Exchequer 

















1.05 Trish Land Bill. 1006 


was impaired. How did the British Ex-|to make a bargain so tight, then the 
chequer stand? The twocases referred to | tenantry would ask the assistance of this 
showed eighteen years and sixteen years| House to make the Bill a good deal 
purchase, but the Land Commission de-| tighter for the landlords than was ex- 
clined to sanction that transaction, and | pected. If terms were forced on them 


{15 JUNE 1903} 








why? Because they said there was not 
adequate security for the State. If there 
was not adequate security under the 
existing law to deal with these transac- 
tions ; if there was not good security in 
eighteen and twenty years transactions to 
justify the Land Commission, what was 
there to justify the Government in impos- 
ing a minimum of twenty-two years pur- 
chase, thus impairing the security of the 
British Exchequer. 


The right hon. Gentleman had said that 
the Irish tenants must be placed in a 
position to work out their own salvation. 
The people asked to have the Ashbourne 
terms, because these were the terms which 
had been arrived at after investigation by 
competent tribunals throughout Ireland. 
Was it exorbitant for the people to say, 
“Start us with the privileges we have 
been accustomed to in times past!” 
That was denied apparently on account 
of some superior force at the back of the 
proposal. The superior force was to 
operate so eruelly that this beneficent 
measure would be withdrawn from every 
class of tenantry unless they would pay 
more in order to take advantage of the 
Act than they would have to pay under 
private arrangement without the Act. He 
knew perfectly well what the land hunger 
was—how these men were driven to 
accept hard terms. He was glad to hear 
the expression of opinion that there 
would be a long continued attempt to 
make the best of these terms, however 
harsh, but the British Exchequer had 
got to be considered. They were to put 
these men in a_ financial situation in 
which they would be placed on a proper 
economic position, and in which they would 
be able to make a living and to work out 
their owndestiny for a long period of years. 
If we started ona false and usurious basis 
we would find strained relatious between 
the British Exchequer on the one hand 
and the tenant on the other, which he 
for one did not contemplate with much 
satisfaction. He put this to the Chief 
Secretary, it was not merely a settle- 
ment of terms here. Under this Bill 
there was no compulsion, but, if these 
terms were refused, and if the landlords 
vf Ireland forced the tenants of Ireland 


_the tenants, too, might have the right in 
all the disturbed districts to use the 
| weapon of the Land Commission which 
/was now granted under Section 5 only 
| to the owner, and to start by that opera- 
| tion a system of compulsion wherever a 
/majority «f the tenants on the estate 
'demanded a settlement and that the 
| peace in a particular quarter should 
| be secured thereby. He saw, however, 
difficulty in the cardinal proposal of the 
Government. This proposal to make a 
| hard and fast line seemed to him incon- 
| sistent with every interest involved. It 
| was inconsistent with the land itself, 
'which varied so much—which yielded 
| only eight to ten years purchase in some 
| districts and thirty years purchase in 
| others. It was inconsistent with the 
tenants’ claim that they should have 
‘their historical position under the Ash 
bourne Acts. It was inconsistent with 
‘the British Exchequer, because it was 
landing us in the position of financing 
a transaction which on voluntary lines, 
/apart from this Bill, would never have 
| been attempted by landlord or tenant. 
It was a matter for the taxpayers of the 
United Kingdom, and he for one, here 
and now, entered his definite protest 
against a financial scheme which would 
set a class of tenantry on their feet in 
Ireland in a tottering instead of a firm 
and settled position. He thought that 
the scheme of the Government, by draw- 
ing this line, was faulty and harsh, and 
that in the end it might prove injurious. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.) said 
he wished to join in the appeal to re- 
move the limits stated in the Bill, The 
working of the Land Purchase Act in 
County Kerry showed that a great 
danger would be obviated if these limits 
were removed and the tenants allowed 
to come to a fair and free bargain. As 
a young politician, he could not under 
stand why the landlord section in the 
country should be allowed freedom to do 
as this Bill proposed, in regard to the sale 
of land, and to get a bonus for doing it, 
| while the tenants, who had as much 
‘interest in the land, and whose future 
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would be connected with it, should be | 


limited between certain points. As had 
been pointed out by several speakers, the 
poorer class of tenants in certain districts 
were to a large extent dependent on the 
intelligence of the larger and _ better 
class. It would be easy for the larger 
class of tenants to give a larger price for 
their holdings, and it might be supposed 


that they, acting on the usual dictates of | 


human nature, would be inclined to argue 
the poorer classes into bargains which, 
before many years were passed, they 
would have reason to regret. 
some cases where purchases had taken 
place under the Ashbourne Acts, and 
where the tenants were now regretting 
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And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 

Committee report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. 

EVENING SITTING. 
IRISH LAND BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 


their desire to become owners, because | 


they had been induced to give prices for 
their holdings which rendered it hard 
for them to maintain themselves. He 
instanced the case of land on the estate of 
the Earl of Kenmare, all round the town 
of Killarney, where owing to different 


conditions they found different classes. | 
Terms which would be quite reasonable | 


and proper in one parish, where there 
was good land, would be quite unjust and 
unbearable in another where the land was 
mostly bog and moorland. The highest 
reduction obtainable under this Bill 
might be reasonable where there was 
good land, but it might be totally in- 
adequate for the poorer holdings. The 
tenants were only too anxious to become 
owners of their holdings, and the 
Irish representatives would be slow to 
do anything to kill that honest and 
laudable desire. ‘That desire, however, 
was so strong that they might be in- 
duced to enter into bargains which were 
unsuitable from every point of view. 
The Government ought to stand evenly 
between the landlords and tenants. There 
were landlords who might be inclined to 
enter into fair and reasonable bargains 
with their tenants, but there were others 
who would utilise the limits within the 
Bill to excuse themselves from entering 
into reasonable bargains, in the hope that 
the tenants would agree to small re- 


ductions in order that they might become | 


owners of their holdings. He knew 
cases in Kerry where small farmers, side 
by side and similarly cireumstanced, had 
to pay rents as widely different as it was 
possible to imagine. 


Mr, Murphy. 


| Clause 1:— 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line. 15, to leave out from the 
word ‘advance’ to the end of sub-Section (2), 
and insert the words ‘ provided that the pur- 
chase annuity payable under this Act will be, 
in the ease of the purchase of a holding. subject 
to a judicial rent fixed or agreed to since the 
| passing of the Act of 1896, not less than 15 per 

cent. below the existing rent, and, in the case 
of the purchase of a holding subject to a 
judicial rent fixed before that date, or of a 
holding which is not subject to a judicial rent 
but the tenancy in which is one to which, in the 
opinion of the Land Commission, the Land 
Purchase Acts apply, not less than 25 per 
cent. below the existing rent..”°—(Mr. John 
Redmond.) 


()uestion again proposed, “ That the 
' words proposed to be left out, to the 
word ‘or,’ in line 18, stand part of the 
Clause.” 


Mr. MURPHY, continuing his speech, 
contended that whether this question 
was looked at from the larger or the 
smaller point of view these limitations 
ought not to be retained. On large 
estates the difference in the condition of 
the various tenants was enormous, and 
nobody but the tenants themselves could 
say what were fairterms. The landlords 
in Ireland had vast power, which could 
be exercised most successfully under the 
Bill as it at present stood, when dealing 
with the tenants who were not financial 
/experts and who desired to become thie 
owners of their holdings, to induce thein 
to give a price without considering 
whether it was such a price as they 
could pay. Every argument which had 
been adduced showed the price fixed in 
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this Bill was greater than the average 
rate that had been paid by the tenants 
under any previous Act. In the county 
of Kerry several purchases had taken 
place of estates equal to any in the 
country, and the highest price had never 
exceeded eighteen years purchase and 
the price had dropped as low as 12°9 years. 
Under the present Bill tenants would 
have to pay twenty-two years purchase, 
a most extravagant price compared 
with that paid by their neighbours, 
and that would result in a feeling 
of unrest which would culminate in 
another land agitation. It was desirable, 
therefore, that the maximum limit of 
reductions should be swept away. The 


minimum limit should be retained 
because the State must have some 
protection. If the maximum limit 


was removed the landlord would not 
be compelled to sell, whereas on the 
other hand the tenant would be able 
to say what price he was able to 
purchase at. This Bill dealt with the 
first-term, second-term, and ordinary 
tenants as if they were all the same 
class, but as a matter of fact they were 
very differently situated. He could not 
see the use of this limitation. 
give the tenants the opportunity of 
deciding for themselves in the matter 


of these reductions? In the best 
interests of the government of the 
country it was desirable that the 


Government should commence to dis- 


play to the Irish people some sign 
that they were willing to conciliate 
Irish feeling. This Bill was looked 


forward to with hope and impatience, 
and the Government should show that 
they desired to conciliate the Irish 
people. He was an extreme advocate 
of the tenants in this matter, and 


under the Bill the andlords were 
getting a good deal more than he 
would have given had he had the 


power, but the Irish Party had come 
to the conclusion that there cught to 
be some give and take in this matter, 
and they were willing to give up 
everything to secure peace for the 
Irish people, and if those were the 
signs of conciliation displayed by the 
extreme advocates of the tenants 
surely there should be similar signs of 
conciliation on the other side. 
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Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 
ney, S.) said every person in Ireland who 
wished to live in peace in Ireland would 


_ echo the sentiments of the hon. Member. 


The hon. Member was very much 
‘mistaken if he supposed that the 
landlords objected to the zones. He 


had not come across a single landlord 
who was not distinctly friendly to the 
Bill, but at the same time, he had _ no: 
come across one who desired to get 
rid of the zones. It was desirable that 
they should be retained. With regard 
to each class of tenants receiving 
separate treatment he would point out 
that in all the recent legislation passed 
for Ireland, Ireland had been treated 
as a whole, and all these estates had 
been attempted to be placed on the 
same footing. It did not matter that 
one estate was particularly bad land, 
and another was good land—that had 
been taken into account in the fixing 
of the rent. If the 1881 Act had had 
any success at all it was because the land 
had been assessed at its real value. 
therefore the separate treatment of each 
individual estate seemed to be absolutely 
unnecessary. The Bill did not treat all 
estates equally. In the treatment of estates 
there was a very wide margin in this 
3ill between the 10 per cent. and the 
30 per cent. reduction. Many landlords 
thought the limitation was too wide, but 


‘to say that the treatment of all estates 


in Ireland was the same was an entire 
mistake. The Amendment itself was 
divided into two separate parts; one 
portion increased the minimum reduction, 
and the other abolished the maximum 
reduction. In both cases the tenant was 
to be favoured. The tenant, in every 
case, was to be in the position of being 
able to say to the landlord, “ You must 
give me this or that reduction.” But the 
Committee must bear in mind, in con- 
sidering this question, that the whole 
success of the Bill depended on tie 
landlords working in friendly accord with 
the tenants. If the Bill was made so 
that it would not work, nothing would be 
got out of it. In considering this Bill he 
had never lost sight of the British tax- 
payer, who was, in settling this question, 
making an excellent bargain. The hon. 
Member for Plymouth had said that all 
that the people of England required was to 
see that this question was really settled. 


’ 
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It appeared to him that the taxpayer was 
perfectly safe. If he got the minimum 
reduction he got his consideration for the 
advance he was making. He got the 
security of the landlords’ interest in the 
land, and he got the tenants’ interests. 
Nobody suggested that the rents now 
fixed were the full rents of the holdings. 
It had never been suggested that the 
tenant could not let his holding for more 
than he was paying, and the difference 
between the amount paid and the rent at 
which the holding could be let, p/us the 
landlords’ interest, would be the State’s 
security. In the working of this Bill he 
dd not think this Amendment would 
atfect an enormous number of holdings in 
Ireland. Bargains would not take place 
either at the maximum or the minimum, 
but at some intermediate point, and, 
therefore, in the bulk of the cases, it 
would be no use to the tenant to inerease 
the maximum reduction. But what was 
clear on the part of the landlords was 
that a certain number of people who did 
not care about their property, and who 
would like to be relieved of it, might sell 
at a low rate and establish a kind of 
precedent, and that would be a dangerous 
thing. 

In his opinion, the maximum reduc- 
tion was no benefit to the landlord. 
He did not argue this matter from the 
point of view of the landlord alone, but 
from other points of view as_ well. 
From his own point of view he should 
prefer that the only sum mentioned in 
the Bill would be 10 per cent. ; that the 
hargain should commence on that basis 
and be decreased downwards. The land- 
lords of Ireland, as a whole, distinctly 
thought that the mention of 30 per cent. 
was an advantage to them. There was a 
much more important reason for retain- 
ing the zones. If they were once aban- 
doned, the position between the landlords 
and the tenants would be so vague that 
he himself did not anticipate that they 
would come to any agreement at all. 
The great advantage of the zones was 
that they pointed to both landlords and 
tenants what the effective limit of their 
power was ; it did not leave it perfectly 
indeterminate as to what was to be sold 
and bought. Again, under the Bill, as 
framed, the landlord and the tenant 
might settle the matter between them. 
The landlord might say, “1 will give you 
15 or 20 per cent.,’ and the tenant would 
say, “I agree.” 


Mr, Herbert Robertson. 


{COMMONS} 
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the Irish landlord was very seldom abso- 
lutely unencumbered ; there were either 
mortgages or family charges, and in 
addition to that there were, in a large 
number of cases, reversionaries. In other 
words, the landlord was only a tenant for 
life. One of the great advantages of the 
Bill would be that these persons need not 
be consulted in negotiating the price. 
If the zones were destroyed altogether, 
and the maximum reduction taken away, 
it could not for one moment be said that 
the price to the tenant could be fixed in 
the absence of the mortgagee, or the 
chargee, or the remainder man. They 
would have to bring in all these persons 
to say whether or not they approved. It 
might be said, would not these persons 
have tocomein at any rate? The answer 
was, No; because the reduction being a 
certain agreed sum, the mortgagee, 
chargee, and remainder man got all the 
benefit out of the property which could 
be got, and so the transaction could 
be completed without their presence. 
Another argument hinted at was what 
might be called the De Freyne Estate 
argument. That was, there might be a 
certain number of people who had no par- 
ticular interest in the property not being 
sold at a very low rate ; and while people 
on the estate would be benefited, the 
whole turmoil raised on the Dillon Estate 
would be repeated. It was not desirable 
to bring about that state of things. 
What was wanted was to make Ireland a 
comfortable place to live in, and he held 
that the Bill would not work well unless 
they brought it into conformity with the 
wishes of the landlord, as well as the 
wishes of the tenant. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) 


_ said he wished to make his protest once for 


Now they knew that ' 


all against the doctrineof a minimum price. 
His hon. friend who had just sat down 
had made the best defence of the minimum 
price during the discussion, but it was a 
very bad one at the best. The hon. 
Gentleman had a great interest in Ireland, 
and though his relations with the Irish 
people were of the best, he did not speak 
in the House with the power and force 
of an Irishman. He sat for an English 
constituency, and however great his ex- 
perience of Irish questions might be, his 
sentiments on Irish questions were simply 
his own. He pointed out that no Irish 
Member had spoken a word in favour of 
the minimum price. There was a spectre 
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at every feast, and the two learned 
Gentlemen who alone, at the moment, 
represented the Government on the Trea- 
sury Bench, were silent. He had seen it 
stated that the Irish law officers were in 
favour of a minimum price, and that if 
that doctrine were destroyed they would 
resign office. He would be really as much 
amzzed if either of these learned Gentle- 
men resigned their situations as if an 
earthquake shook Primrose Hill. The 
Attorney-General and the Solicitor - 
(reneral for Ireland made contradictory 
speeches and used contradictory argu- 
ments in favour of the minimum price. 
The Attorney-General had criminal com- 
bination on the brain, and he said that if 
there was not a minimum price there 
would be a criminal combination to reduce 
the price. The members of the Estate 
Commission could not join with the 
tenants in a criminal conspiracy to reduce 
the purchase money, or force an unfair 
bargain on the landlords. The right 
hon. and learned Gentleman had made 
a speech to the Commercial Unionists— 
what a _ delightful expression — and 
defended the minimum price exactly on 
the ground on which he assailed it. The 
hon. and learned Gentleman said that 
unless the minimum price was retained, 
there might be a spendthrift landlord 
anxious to get the bonus who would 
get rid of his estate at any price; and 
that the price he received would rule the 
market in the district. Why on earth 
should it not rule the market? Under 
the old system of the Ashbourne Acts 
the land itself was security for the re- 
payment of the advances, whereas, by 
fixing a2 minimum price, the British 
taxpayer became the security. The 
landlords were to get independently of 
the minimum price £12,000.000, while 
they only got £3,000,000 sterling for 
carrying the Union, with a few peerages 
thrown in by way of consolation stakes. 
He wondered if the Chief Secretary had 
considered the case of the British public. 
They wished this Irish Land Question 
to be settled finally, once and for all ; 
but the British public would not consider 
it settled if there was any sense of wrong 
on the part of the Irish tenant. He 
was no particular protector of the 
British Exchequer, but he believed that 
the British public who had _ given 
£250,000.000 for the South African 


{15 JUNE 1903} 
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War would give a few millions tor the 
settlement of the Irish Question. 


The leading objection to a minimum 
price was that it was utterly contrary to 
the principle of a voluntary Bill. The 
bonus to the landlords exceeded by 60 per 
cent. the compensation given wherel and 
was taken for railways, or other public 
improvements. Another objection to a 
minimum price was that while it inflated 
the price it diminished the security for 
the repayment of the advances. It 
would also prevent the landlord from 
settling the transaction in a way satis- 
factory to himself. Everyone knew what 
an enormous bait an immediate reduc- 
tion of 20 per cent. would be to the 
tenant; but there might come changes 
—competition with America, a fall in 
markets, possibly preferential tarifts—and 
the tenant would find he was bound to 
his price for ever. That might lead not 
to independence and solvency, but to 
bankruptcy, and bankruptcy meant 
that the price must be paid by the 
British Government. He was not 
anxious for the British taxpayer, but for 
the Irish tenant ; and he thought they 
should not bribe the tenant into making 
a bargain which he might bitterly repent 
of. Hecould not help thinking that fixing 
a minimum price was intended and de- 
signed, and whether intended and designed 
or not, it would have the effect of mini- 
mising the disparity between the tenant 
purchaser and the ordinary purchaser. 
He could prove that this Bill without 
the minimum price at all, embodied the 
landlords’ proposal of last October as far 
as they could be embodied in a voluntary 
Bill. The Chief Secretary for Ireland 
hag been constantly drawing comparisons 
between this measure and the Bill of 
last year. Could the Chief Secretary 
give them any voluntary Bill in which 
there was a restriction in favour of one 
party as regarded bargain and sale! The 
minimum price was suggested in the 
Act of 1891, but in that case the legiti- 
mate conditions of sale and purchase 
were invaded, and provision was made 
that a purchasing tenant could not 
obtain for the first five yearsan annuity 
less than twenty per cent. of his original 
rental. Of course the surplus would go 
to the Sinking Fund. From the year 
1891 to 1896 purchase decreased, and the 
moment these irritating conditions 
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ceased the purchase of land increased in 
Ireland until the South African War 
commenced. That showed that any- 
thing like a restriction in reference to 
the annuity to be paid restricted land 
purchase. 
between ‘man and man to give to the 
2,000 Irish landlords not merely 
£12,000,000 of money, but also by a 


legislative contrivance mulct the Irish | 


tenants to the extent of a sum of 
£28,000,000 more. This was not fair 
either to the tenants or to the 
Ivish landlords, because it made them 
the creatures of privilege, and was 
calculated to give a fallacious peace to 
Ireland, and would not settle the Irish 
question. The Ashbourne Acts should 
be left as they were, and the Irish 
landlords ought to be content with 
£12,000,000, cash down, which would 
enable them to pay off their mortgages 
with public funds and renew them at 
about half the rate of interest. Besides 
this, the landlords were getting five 
years purchase beyond the ordinary 
market price of the moment. 


*Mr. BUTCHER ( York) said if anyone 
who had never read a line of this Bill had 
heard the speeches of hon. Members 
opposite, he would have come to the 
conclusion that this was a Bill to confer 
enormous benefit upon the landlords and 
no corresponding benefit upon the 
tenants. Nothing could be further from 
the truth. If a sale were carried out 
upon the most favourable possible terms 
the landlord would receive less than he 
would now;and if the sale was carried 
out on the terms most unfavourable to 
the tenant, he would have to pay less 
than at the present time. The second- 
term tenant was already paying 40 per 
cent. less than his original rent, but 
under this Bill he would get from 
10 per cent. to 30 per cent. reduc- 
tion upon his rent, and at the end 
of twenty-two years he would become 
the owner of the land. Was there 
any tenant in this country who would 
not gladly accept such terms? Even 
the hon. Member for South Tyrone 


was obliged to admit that the second- | 


term tenant, who paid in purchase instal- 
ments 20 per cent. less than tlie second- 
term rent, was in a exceptionally 
favourable position. He asked the 


Mr. Swift MacNeill. 


{COMMONS} 


He did not think it was fair | 
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| Committee to affirm that these limits 
| were really necessary for the successful 
| working of this Bill. The existence of 
'a limit ensured the fixing of a price 
without delay and expense, and without 
the tedious and troublesome investiga 
tions which had to take place under 
former Acts. Under the former Acts 
it was open to the landlord to make any 
bargain he liked with the tenant, but it 
did not follow that that bargain was 
necessarily carried out, because it had to 
come before the Land Commission for 
sanction. He thought that was a very 
great disadvantage, because it meant 
delay and often a refusal to sanction sales 
which would otherwise have taken place. 
Again. although the landlord and 
tenant might have come to terms 
they had still to give notice to the 
other parties interested in the estates, 
with the result that the sale could not 
be sanctioned without enormous delay. 
It was one of the leading features of 
this Bill to avoid all that delay, 
and to ensure that when a _ price 
was fixed within the limits the sales 
should be carried through and sanctioned 
at once, and carried through automati- 
cally. In the majority of cases in Ireland, 
the man who was called the owner and 
who made the bargain was not the 
absolute owner at all but a strictly 
limited owner. Often there were mort- 
gages on the estates, and unless they 
had the limits fixed in the Bill, it would 
be necessary to resort to the old pro- 
cedure and give notice to the mortgagees 
and everyone else interested. One of 
the great advantages of this ‘Act was 
that by ensuring a reasonable price within 
the limits laid down they ensured the 
sale being carried out without delay. 
The question had been asked why they 
did not adopt the procedure under the 
Ashbourne Acts? The answer was that 
there was no reason whatever why a 
landlord and tenant who desired to 
utilise the existing machinery should not 
do so. He had listened to the speech 
of the hon. Member for South Tyrone 
with the most profound dissatisfaction. 
The hon. Member had spoken about the 
number of years purchase, but that had 
nothing whatsoever to do with the ques 
tion so far as the tenant was concerned. 
The question which affected the tenant wa 
how much reduction he would get upon 
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his present rent? It was most unfortunate 


that hon. Members professing to lead | 


public opinion in Ireland should divert 
the tenant from the real question to a 
wholly erroneous and false issue as 
regarded the number of years purchase. 
The hon. Member for South Tyrone said 
that eighteen years purchase was 
enough. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he did not 


say whether it was enough or not. 


*Mr. BUTCHER said he was afraid he 
did not understand the views of the hon. 
Member, but in another part of his speech 
the hon. Member admitted that a tenant 
who obtained a reduction of 20 per cent. 
on his second-term rent was in a favour- 
able position. If a tenant purchased on 
these terms it would mean twenty-five 
years purchase for the landlord. 
thought, therefore, he was justified in 
calling the hon. Member as a witness 
that twenty-five years purchase was 
a reasonable amount. He wished to 
point out that eighteen years pur- 
chase would mean a loss to the land- 
lord of something like 42 per cent. of 


his income. The hon. Member for 
South Tyrone signed his name to a 
certain proposal in the Conference 


Report the very basis of which was that 
the landlord should get such a sum of 
money as if invested would bring him 
in 90 per cent. of his former income. 
He should like to know if the hon. 
Member still adhered to that view. The 
hon. Member appeared to suggest that 
the price might in some cases be too 


pressure on the one hand and tenants’ 
weakness on the other; but he seemed 
to remember speeches of the hon. 
Member in former days the staple of 
which was not landlords’ 
but tenants’ tyranny. 
sorry to have entered upon controversial 
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speaker, and said the House had 
something more to dea! with on 


| the present occasion than the opinions 
,or changes of opinion of individual 


He | 


Members. The clause with which this 
Amendment dealt was the keystone of 
the present Bill. The Bill purported to 
be a voluntary measure for transferring 
the land from the landlords to the 
tenants by voluntary agreement. For 
his part he believed that without the 
element of compulsion the effort would 
never be a complete success. But still it 
would go some way towards achieving 
that which they wereall anxious on 
both sides of the House to see—viz., 
that the land question should once and 
for all be settled in Ireland. Hon. 
Members, of course, wished to deal fairly 
with both landlords and tenants, and 
they would naturally ask why, in a volun- 
tary Bill, there should be what were 
called zones. Why should there be any 
restriction on the volition of the land- 
lord and the tenant. He thought the 
hon. Member for the City of Waterford 
—the leader of the Irish Party—was to 
be congratulated on the moderation of 
his Amendment retaining the minimuin 
reduction and the maximum price. Why 
did he retain these? In the interests 
of the tenants and in the interests of the 
Exchejuer, it was necessary that there 
should bea maximum price fixed by 


| Act of Parliament, because in the absence 


of any inquiry or investigation such as 
was made under the Ashbourne Acts, 
there would be no security that the tenant 


» in his anxiety to become the purchaser 
large, because there would be landlords’ | 


might not undertake a burden which he 
was unable to discharge. That was the 


_ reason for pressing for the minimum re- 
_duction or maximum price at 15 per 


pressure, | 
He was very | 


cent. in the case of second-term rents, 
and 25 per cent. in the case of 
other rents. Though it might operate 
harshly on the tenant it was only fair to 


the House of Commons and to the public 


channels, because he was extremely 
desirous that they should come to an 
amicable arrangement. [An Hon. 
MemBerk: You are not doing much to | 


promote it.] But for his part he did 
not see where landlords’ pressure was 
likely to come in; he thought pressure 
was rather likely to be exercised upon 
them than by them. 


because they must recollect that one of 
the peculiarities of the Irish tenant 
always had been his anxiety to get 
possession of the land. That led 
to the exorbitant rents which had 
originally necessitated Land Reform 


in Ireland, and unless there was some 


restriction that land hunger would 


*Mr. HEMPHILL regretted the | lead to the tenant in his anxiety to be- 
line of argument adopted by the last | come the owner, offering a price which, 
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in his cooler moments, and when he 
came to farm the land, he would find was 
so high that he could not possibly pay 
it. Therefore, it was only right, although 
it might be inconsistent with the idea of 
voluntary purchase that the maximum 
price should be retained. He did not 
gather that any hon. Member who had 
spoken had objected much to that part 
of the argument, indeed the hon. and 
learned Member for York hardly touched 
upon it, although it was the very gist 
of the Amendment. 


This was a subject which it was 
not easy for any but Irish Members 
fully to understand. He would like 
very much to impress upon the 
House how much the hearts of the Irish 


people were set on having this question | 
'with pleasure and satisfaction by the 


put into a proper train for settlement. 
He well knew that if the Bill should pass 
in its present shape it would wholly fail 
in what he believed was the intention of 
the Government; it would, infact, proveto 
be still-born. In his own constituency— 
North Tyrone—the tenant farmers were 
by no means enamoured of the Bill as it 
stood, and he had received many repre- 
sentations strongly urging him to object 
to the first clause. Indeed, he was not 
sure that he had authority to support 
the very moderate Amendment of the 
hon. Member for Waterford. It so 
happened that in that part of Ireland 
there had been, under the Ashbourne 
Acts, several estates sold at rates varying 
from sixteen to seventeen years pur- 
chase. These purchasers had all the 
benefits of the decadal reduction, and | 
they were in a far better position than 
purchasers would be under this Bill, and 
the result would naturally be that 
would-be purchasers would realise the 
difference, and the object of passing this 
Bill would be altogether defeated. Care 
must be taken that the burden accepted 
by the tenant was not too heavy for 
him. Asthis Bill now stood without 
any provision for decadal reduction the 
tenant purchaser undertook for sixty- 
eight anda half yearsto paya fixedimmut- 
able rent, immutable no matter how prices 
fell or how bad the times might be. 
He would have no means of escape from 
his obligation except by surrendering his 
holding. He should not, therefore, be 


allowed to agree to pay an extravagant | 
price. He had the utmost respect for | 


Mr Hemphili, 


{COMMONS} 
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the landlords, but they could not expect, 
when their income was to come from gilt- 
edged securities, to get as much as they 
nominally did from their rents under the 
old system of landlord and tenant. They 
were to get a bonus as an inducement to 
sell, a bonus which would go into their 
own pockets, irrespective of the remainder 
man and encumbrances, and with which 
the tenants had no concern whatever. 
The great point was the capacity of the 
tenant to bear the burden for sixty-eight 
and a half years, and, seeing that the Irish 
Party had shown much moderation in this 
proposal, he should give it his hearty sup- 
port. There was no similar limit imposed 
under the Ashbourne Acts and he failed to 
see any reason for introducing one here. 
If this clause were retained in its present 
form the Bill instead of being received 


tenants of Ireland would only lay a new 
foundation for increased discontent and 
dissatisfaction with the policy of the 
British Parliament in dealing with the 
Irish land question. 


*Mr. DUKE regretted to hear the 
concluding words of the last speaker, 
for if the result of passing this measure 
was to be a recrudescence of the agita- 
tion which had existed for so many 
years in Ireland the British people would 
feel inclined to withdraw the consent 
they had given to it as a measure of con- 
ciliation. A very considerable cost was 
to be incurred under the Bill, and the 
electors of this country had only con- 
sented to bear it because they believed it 
would be a good thing for this country as 
well as for Ireland that a settlement of 
the land question should be brought about. 
But if at every stage in the discussion 
they were to be told that the Bill would 
not be accepted by one party to the bar- 
gain, they were not likely to go very far 
in the way of amicable discussion. Now 
he had no interest, direct or indirect, in 
Irish land, and he, like most English 
people, supported the measure on the 
ground that there had been a concordat 
between the landlords and tenants of 
Ireland. But it was complained that the 
Government were not carrying out that 
concordat in its entirety. He would 
like to point out that even if that were 
so the Government, on the other hand, 
had not released the landowners of Ireland 


| from the most onerous clause of all and 


had not permitted them to make the best 
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terms they could with their tenants irre- 
spective of the interests of the State. 
The first governing condition of the opera- 
tion of the Bill was that there should be 
compulsory loans of public money. 
The second governing condition of the 
Bill was that its operation should be 
automatic. If public money was to 
be compulsorily loaned to persons who 
made a certain class of agreements, that 
class of agreements must be defined. It 
was conceded on the other side that the 
agreement must be so defined that the 
landlord should not be able to impose 
upon the tenant such a rate of purchase 


as would extinguish the economic 
security of the State. What was the 
landlord to get in exchange? In order 


to placate the British taxpayer, the one 
party to the bargain agreed to the 
minimum of reduction, and, in return 
the other party conceded the maximum 
of reduction. If the mean of those 
limits of reduction was preserved in the 
Bill, it was impossible to say there had 
been a departure in spirit from the 
agreement arrived at in the Conference. 
If the alteration of the minimum from 
fifteen to ten was a possible advan- 
tage to the landlord, the shifting of the 
maximum from twenty-five tothirty was 
in favour of the tenant. The Amend- 
ment, however, proposed to retain the 
limit against the landlord, while abolish- 
ing that against the tenant. 


Freedom of contract in the matter of 
Irish land had long passed away, and one 
of the objects of this Bill was to restore it. 
But this was not a question of freedom 
of contract: it was a question of fair 
dealing with the landlords, the great 
body of whom were not in favour of this 
maximum of reduction being withdrawn. 
That was a practical objection to the 
Amendment. It was said that if this 
provision were retained the tenant would 
be unable to negotiate freely with his 
landiord. But the very men who 
advanced that argument declared that 
the landlords had such control over 
their tenants that they would be 
able to compel the purchase of their 
land at the maximum price. If the 
landlords had that overwhelming influ- 
ence over the tenants the absence of the 
upper limit would not matter, because 
the tenant, being at the mercy of his 
landlord, would be compelled to buy at 
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the minimum reduction. On the other 
hand, it was said that the maximum of 
reduction would operate asthe minimum 
on which the tenants would insis‘. 
Would not the striking out of the maxi- 
mum reduction be taken as a tacit as- 
sertion on the part of the Government 
that the minimum of price was too high, 
and that the limits of the bargain ought 
to be outside those now proposed ? Again, 
would it be a fair thing in the case of 
settled lands to omit the maximum of 
reduction? The fact could not be lost 
sight of that, for the sake of public 
peace, an astounding bonus was being 
offered to a large class of persons in Ire- 
land to induce them, in many cases 
against their will, to sell property which 
was only partly theirs. If in any 
other country than Ireland such a 
proposition were made, capped with 
the promise that the transaction 
should be carried through compulsorily, 
and no questions be asked, it would be 
characterised as a monstrous inducement 
to acts of commercial immorality. It 
was now said by the other side that the 
landlords were proof against such a 
temptation. They were not so credited 
in all quarters. The hon. Member for 
South Tyrone had said there were among 
the Irish landlords a lot of “scallywags ” 
who, for the sake of such a bonus, would 
sell the land of which they were the 
tenants for life at any price that could 
be got. Was it possible for the State to 
leave the matter in that condition ? 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he expressly 
stated that that ought to be provided 
for. His contention was that the price 
by which it was to be provided for was 
excessive. 


*Mr. DUKE was afraid that if the 
question was discussed purely from the 
pounds, shillings, and pence point of 
view, as a hard commercial transaction, 
this Bill would not go much farther. 
It was notorious, however, that they 
were not considering this matter on the 
doctrines of Adam Smith, or seeking to 
drive the hardest bargain that could be 
arranged ; but the same measure must 
be applied all round The Chief 
Secretary in his Second Reading speech 
instanced the case of a large estate in the 
West of Ireland, the life owner of which 





1023 Trish 


for eleven months in the year was an 
inmate of the workhouse. Would 
Parliament offer a bonus of 10 per cent. 
upon the purchase price of a considerable 
property and give it to that gentleman 
without inquiry as to the incumbrances 
on that estate? It would be impossible. 
Thenthere was thecase of a manofsixty or 
seventy years of age, with an encumbered 
estate worth £50,000 or £100,000, of 
which the greater part of the beneficial 
interest was obviously in the remainder- 
man. Was it fair to offer that man 
£5,000 or £10.000 to induce him to 
come to terms with his tenants, and 
leave the remainder-man to shift for 
himself? The policy of the Bill was 
to avoid the necessity for elaborate 
investigation, in order that the operation 
of the Bill should be automatic. it was 
therefore essential in order to guard 
against such dangers as he had suggested 
to have such limits as those proposed in 
the Bill. He was told though, and he 
fully believed, that in the case of 
estates where there were no judicial rents, 
and where there were isolated holdings 
not held on economic terms, the Bill 
would have an unintended operation. 
Those were the exceptional cases no 
doubt, but there could be little doubt 
that they existed in large numbers, 
and ought to be dealt with. The 
Land Conference agreed that there 
were certain limits within which the 
operation of the Bill might be treated as 
normal, and the State might safely make 
the advances proposed, and under which 
the remainder men would be fairly dealt 
with. While it was essential that those 
limits should be retained, he hoped the 
Bill would not be marred by the excep- 
tional cases to which he had referred being 
left unprovided for. The view of the 
Government was that these limits were of 
the essence of the Bill. He suggested as 
a compromise that while those limits were 
retained where the operation of the Bill 
would be compulsory, some means should 
be provided for dealing with the excep- 
tional cases. But it had tobe borne in mind 
that the Bill had been so drawn that its 
operation wholly depended upon the 
mutual effect of its several parts, and 
unless the limits which were here in 
question were retained he did not see 
how the Chief Secretary’s scheme could 
be carried into effect. 


Mr. Duke. 
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*Dr. THOMPSON said he had taken a 
great interest in the land question for 
many years, and had discussed this 
question with many people, but he had 
never met a tenant who gave much 
consideration to the number of years 
purchase. What the tenant considere: 
of importance was the amount he would 
get back on purchase and the number of 
years he would have to pay his rent, 
though this was a minor consideration. 
The tenant would not mind how many 
years purchase the landlord was given 
provided he himself got 6s. or 7s. in 
the £ reduction on his first-term rent. 
As to the matter before the Committee, 
surely some compromise would be possible 
if exceptional cases were referred to the 
Land Commission for settlement. 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) contended 
that the limits suggested in the Bill were 
not likely to work out satisfactorily. While 
he deprecated comparisons of the bene- 
fit landlords and tenants respectively 
were likely to secure under the Bill, he 
asked whether it was not the fact that the 
tenants who had bought during the last 
five years had in most cases done better 
than they could possibly do under the 
present proposals, and that the landlords 
would have enormously improved their 
position by waiting? On the point of 
the necessity of these zone limits, the 
Commissioners would be unable to refuse 
the ratification of a bargain provided it 
came within the limits of the Bill, and 
possibly tenants who were in arrears with 
their rent would be compelled to accept a 
10 per cent. reduction for fear of being 
turned out of their holdings. In the 
interesting report of Mr. Bailey, attention 
was called to the one class of cases in 
which purchase had been unsatisfactory- 
the cases in which tenants had had 
insufficient capital. Such tenants, being 
in arrears, might be forced to make a 10 
per cent. bargain, and they would be in 
the position of impoverished occupying 
owners, likely to fail. If many tenants 
were to be placed in that position there 
would be a danger of a serious breakdown. 
The interest of the general taxpayer was 
that there should be safety, that the price 
should be reasonable, that the two 
parties should bargain on equal terms. 
He preferred that the minimum re- 


duction put down at 10 per cent. should 
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be made 15 per cent. With regard to 
the side of the landlord he asked, did it 
seem to be an unfair bargain for the 
landlord ? 
short of information.: JWhat instances 
were there“of recent years where such a 
bargain would have been passed by the 
Land Commission? On the other hand 
they had been told of many cases where 
such a bargain, or even more favourable 


bargains, had been refused by the Land | 


Commission. In reference to the maxi- 
mum reduction he thought there ought 
to be no barrier to a free bargain. 
Many recent bargains allowed a reduc- 
tion of more than thirty per cent. In 
face of this fact why should a greater 
reduction than thirty per cent. 
second-term rents be debarred. Looking 
at it from the standpoint of the general 
taxpayer, he thought there should be no 
limit to the reduction 
bargain between landlord and _ tenant. 
Take the position of the landlord, for it 
was no use passing a voluntary Bill 
unless the terms were fair. 
the landlord get? The landlord would 


get in hard cash under this Bill, by the. 


intervention of State credit, five years’ 
more purchase at least than anything 
he had ever got before; and by the 


lower rate of interest and the increased | 


number of years for repayment the 
landlord got an extra five years’ purehase 
above what he would have got at the 
Take a case where the 
Under the old con- 
been 


present time. 
rental was £100. 
ditions the advance would have 
£2,500. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, if it had been | 


agreed. 


Mr. EMMOTT said the landlord 
would get in this case between £3,000 
and £3,100. That was the difference 
between 4 per cent. under the old Act 
and the 3} percent. interest he would 
have to pay under this Act. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: When my hon. 
friend takes £100 as the amount it is 
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| difficult to follow. 
he should take £80. 


Upon that point he was | 


on | 


What would | 
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Land Bill, 
I would suggest that 


Mr. EMMOTT said he would call the 
old rent £100 and the new rent £80, and 
that would represent an advance of 

| £2,000. Under the new Act upon a 
| 3} per cent. basis that would allow of an 
| advance of something like £2,500. 
| Therefore the landlord got five or six 
years’ extra rent in cash over what he 





would get under the old Act. Under 
| these circumstances he thought the 
|landlord as well as the tenant was 


|getting a fair inducement even if the 
| maximum reduction were struck out 
| of the Bill. Looking at the matter from 
the standpoint of the general taxpayer, 
and having regard also to the position 
of the landlord, he supported the 
| Amendment. 


made on a fair | 


*Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.) said 
the hon. and learned Member for Ply- 
mouth generally spoke from behind the 
Front Bench, and judging from the 
promptings he received he imagined that 
the Front Bench supplied him with his 
facts and figures. 


*Mr. DUKE denied that he had re- 
ceived any promptings from the Front 
Bench. The Chief Secretary had been 
good enough to communicate with him 
through an hon. friend sitting near him 
to ask what precisely an Amendment 
which he had set down meant, and he 
had endeayoured to explain what he 
| thought the Amendment meant. Beyond 
| that he had had no communication with 
| the right hon, Gentleman. 


| Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.) said 
| that according to the hon. and learned 
| Gentleman’s argument it wouldappear that 
/a great boon was being conferred upon 
the tenant. If they judged this measure 
'from past experience in Ireland it could 
| be shown that this Bill was a great boon 
| to the landlords, and one which they ought 
|to be very ready to accept. The hon. 
'and gallant Member below the gangway 
| had spoken on behalf of the landlords in 
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a manner which showed that his great | purchase obtained had been nineteen, and 
affection for the tenant farmers of Ireland some of them had been as low as fifteen 
was to get as much as he could out of | years. In 1902 a number of sales took 
their pockets for the benefit of the land-| place, and the average was 17:4 years 
lords. The arguments of the hon. and purchase. He thought those tenants who 
gallant Member for Yarmouth had been | had not purchased in his own constituency 
met in a friendly and conciliatory manner, would find it very hard that under this 
but the hon. and learned Member for) Bill they would he expected to pay 
York had imparted a bit of that spirit of | twenty-two years purchase when their 
hostility which was behind the remarks | neighbours had bought at from fifteen to 
of a great many gentlemen like him, who | nineteen years purchase. This Bill with 
spoke on behalf of the landlords. He! Clause 1 was not at all the great boon 
did not wish to introduce anything bitter | which hon. Members tried to dangle 
into this discussion, but when the hon. | before the eyes of the tenant. With 
and learned Member opposite spoke of | regard to the argument that landlords 
the tyranny of the past, and ridiculed the | could not put on pressure he would 





idea that landlords could put pressure | point out that for years past Irish land 
upon the tenants, all he could say was | londs had been working to deprive the 
that he remembered the first occasion | eumente of a great many of their privi- 
when the hon. and learned Member came | leges. He had known of landlords who 
over to Ireland—when they were having | had gradually been depriving their 
a big fight with the landlords—as the | tenants of certain privileges which they 
political emergency man, and he went on | had hitherto enjoyed in order to gain 
behalf of the Crown to give evidence |by purchase. In his own locality a 
against his fellow Nationalists. That was | landlord offered to sell at twenty-two and 
the hon. Gentleman who now imputed | , palf years purchase to his tenants who 
petty tyranny to Irish Nationalists. The 
hon. Member for York spoke of the 
facilities given for the sale of estates, and 


were paying exorbitant rents, and in 
|order to get out of their arrears the 
‘landlord induced them to buy at twenty- 
|twoand a half years purchase. When 


| . . 

E ; ‘ ‘the Land Commission sent down 

instead of being a benefit to the tenant, | 
| 


said this would be a great saving to the 
tenant. On the contrary, those facilities, 
a representative they distinctly refused 
were altogether a benefit to the landlord. | 

/to advance the money at such an ex- 
|orbitant rate. If the Land Commission 
| refused to sanction twenty-two and a half 
years purchase how was it that the 
Government were now fixing twenty-two 
years purchase as the lowest price? He 
thought it was most unfair and un- 
reasonable that this reservation should 


be in the Bill at all. 


The hon. Member said that they ought 
not to deal with the number of years 
purchase, but this was distinctly a ques- 
tion of purchase, because it was on the 
basis of the number of years purchase 
that all the sales had proceeded up to 
the present time. Hon. Members who 
thought that this was not so were making 
a very serious mistake. In his own con- 


stituency a great number of sales had 
taken place, and from the first year after Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) 


the passing of the Purchase Acts up till said this Amendment asked the Com- 





last year the highest number of years | mittee to give the tenunts of Ireland a 


Mr. Cullinan. 
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free market, and not bind them to a 
minimum or a maximum price, but 
leave them in a position to make their | 
purchase agreement in a free market. | 
What good was it to a tenant farmer to 
be able to purchase his holding with | 
the prospect of having only a 10 per | 
cent. reduction of his rent for a series | 
of sixty-eight and-a-half years. It | 
would be madness for an Irish tenant 
farmer to make such a bargain, and they 
would get very few Irish farmers to 
avail themselves of this provision if they 
were tied down toa 10 per cent. reduc- 
tion. 


*Sirn JOHN COLOMB: They are not 
tied down. 


Mr. FARRELL said he was afraid 
that his hon. and gallant friend did not 
quite understand the provisions of the 
bill. The 10 per cent. limit would not 
be put there if it was not intended to 
affect the position of the tenants. He 
should like to know if the Chief Secre- 
tary had studied the interesting tabular 
statement which had appeared in the 
Freeman's Journal, giving the whole 
figures for voluntary purchase in lreland 
The state- 
ment showed that in the county of 
Longford the purchase agreements for 


for the last seventeen yeais. 


the last seventeen years averaged between 
125 and 17°5 years purchase. How 
had the second-term rents been fixed ? 
A storm of indignation was arising 
amongst Irish tenant farmers at the way 
in which a regular conspiracy amongst 
the Land Commissioners had arisen, for 
they appeared to have resolved not to 
give reductions on the first-term rents, 
and in certain cases they had increased 
the second-term rents. He was express- 
ing his owu honest conviction upon 


{15 June 1903} 


finally settle the 


Land Bill. 1030 


this subject as the representative of a 
body of tenant farmers, very many of 
whom had purchased upon the terms he 
had mentioned, namely, between twelve 


years and seventeen years purchase. If 


they kept this restriction in the Bill, 
of a 10 per cent. minimum and a 30 
per cent. maximum reduction, they 
would be taking the surest way of 
rendering this Bill practically inopera- 
tive. The Chief Secretary said in the 
debate on the Second Reading of the 
Bill that it was hoped that this would 
Irish land question, 
The British House of Commons had been 
tinkering at the question during the 
Nobody would be 
himself to see the 
right hon. Gentleman having the credit 


past fifty years. 
more glad than 


of finally and satisfactorily settling the 
land question, but if he listened to the 
bad advice he received from Irish land- 
lords representing English constituencies, 
who sat behind him, he would 
settle the question. The Bill 
as it stood contained clauses which 


never 


were retrogressive as to their effect even 
on the existing land legislation, but no 
clause was more absolutely repugnant to 
the ordinary tenant of the country than 
Clause 1, which as it stood practically 
gave compulsory powers to bind the 
tenant with respect to the price he was 

Let them look 
It might be that 
agriculture was paying better this year 


to pay for the land. 
beyond the present. 


than it did some years ago, or than it 
would doin the future. Foreign competi- 
tion was daily increasing, and he did not 
think there was any prospect of the 
Imperial Zollverein materialising as some 
gentlemen fondly hoped. Perhaps it 
would do Ireland no harm if it did. It 
had been suggested that by a system of 
would be 


motor-cars farm produce 
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brought quickly to the markets in 
future. He did not know how far that 


would materialise, but he hoped it would 
He had no great 
faith in it personally. He thought the 
Chief Secretary could complain 
that any member of the Irish Party, 


whether leader or humble ranker, had 


do some good. 


not 


done anything to thwart his design or 
to meet his policy in a spirit of nagging, 
but-there were certain conditions which 
they could not accept the responsibility 
of seeing passed into law without protest. 
lle warned the right hon. Gentleman 
that if he persisted in giving effect to 
them a great deal of his labour would be 


in vain. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.) 
said it had been shown in many speeches 
that under the operation of the existing 
Land Purchase Laws, tenants had been 
able to buy at a much lower figure than 
they would have been able to do under 
this Bill. 


Longford had shown that in his own 


The hon. Member for North 


constituency twelve to seventeen years 
purchase was given by a number of 
tenants for their land. Of course, all 
were agreed that if these terms could be 
generally applied to Ireland they would 
be better than the terms offered by this 
bill, but unfortunately they knew too 
well that the process of sale and purchase 
in Ireland under the existing Purchase 
Acts had pretty well come to a standstill. 
The position they were in was that if 
they were to induce the landlords to 
sell they must offer terms considerably 
in advance of those which had hitherto 
and it 
question for the tenants themselves to 


prevailed, was altogether a 

consider whether in order to obtain the 

sanction of their landlords for purchase 

they were prepared to give something 
Mr. Farrell. 
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in excess of the prices which had hitherto 
prevailed. ‘The question how much more 
should be given was one which the 
tenants would be perfectly free to decide 
for themselves under the provisions of 
this Bill, but the Amendment which was 
at present before the Committee dealt 
with a particular point which was very 
regarded as one of the most 
the the 
proposal that under no circumstances 
the 


justly 


important in Bill, namely, 
obtain 


of the 


whatever could tenants 
more than a certain reduction 
instalments in the purchase transaction. 
The hon. Member Oldham had 


pointed out with perfect truth that 


lor 


under the existing lurchase Acts many 
of the tenants had obtained for them- 
selves terms equal to a great deal more 
than a 30 per cent. reduction upon the 
rents they had hitherto paid, and there 
could be no doubt whatever that there 
were a certain number of tenants who 
would, because of the nature of their 
holdings, be justl, entitled to receive a 
settlement which would be more to 
them than 30 per cent. on the rents 
they were paying at the present time. 
lie was perfectly satisfied that, taking 
into consideration the bonus which was 
to be provided by the Government 
under this Bill, many of the landlords— 
he did not say the whole or anything 
like the whole of them—would be quite 
prepared to make settlements with their 
tenants upon terms which would mean 
more to the tenants than the 30 per 
cent. maximum reduction provided by 
the Bill. Could it possibly be argued 
that a case where landlord and 


tenant were perfectly willing to come to 


in 
terms which would mean more than 30 
per cent. reduction of rent, it was not 
periectly reasonable that they should be 


allowed to do so! 
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It might be said that in a great 
many cases in Ireland a reduction 
of 30 per cent. would not be reached, 
but the Chief Secretary knew that 
in some parts of the country where 
the land was not so rich there were 
cases where it would not be unreasonable 
for tenants to expect, on a final settlement 
such as everybody hoped this would be, to 
receive more than the 30 per cent. 
which was allowed by the Bill. Why 
in the name of common sense should a 
hard and fast line be drawn in this Bill 
which would have the effect of prevent- 
ing a settlement in cases where the 
landlord would very likely be glad to 
come to an arrangement which would 
mean more than 30 per cent. reduction 
to the tenants ? It was the desire of all 
parties in Ireland that the settlement 
under this Bill should be of a satistactory 
and permanent character. As far as he 
was personally concerned, he could tell 
the Chief Secretary without the slightest 
hesitation that he would be extremely 
sorry to see a single estate sold or 
purchased in Ireland upon terms which 
were not in themselves likely io stand 
well the test of time, and to be, as far as 
one could humanly judge, permanent 
and satisfactory to the tenanis who 
W hat 
magical about the figure 30 in regard 


bought. was there sacred or 


to the reduction which the tenant might | SOE 
| the proposal to fix the limit if this were 


hope to obtain? Why 30, instead of 


31, or 29, or some other figure + There 
was no argument by which this hard 
and fast rule could be justified. He 
asked the Chief Secretary to look at it 
irom a reasonable point of view, and to 
realise that there must be numbers of 
the most deserving people excluded from 
the operation of the Bill if this hard 


and fast rule was made. It had been 
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agreed to by the landlords and tenants 
in conference, but it was only one item 
in a general agreement. He thought it 
was unreasonable and unfair to expect 
the representatives of the tenants to 
accept one particular portion of the 
Report to which they agreed, when it 
was admitted that other portions of the 
teport had been repudiated by the 
representatives ot the landlords and by 
He had been asked 
over and over again why this particular 


the Government. 


figure of 50 per cent. had been ad- 
hered to by the Government, and 
he had never been able to answer 
the question. He would look forward 
with the greatest interest to the ex- 
planation of the Chief Secretary why 
this particular figure had been chosen. 
He was perfectly convinced that if the 
right hon. Gentleman maintained this 
figure the Bill would not provide a satis- 
factory or permanent settlement for very 
many tenant farmers, and that the result 
in some cases to men who might be 
induced to purchase would be disastrous. 
They would find themselves in ditticulties 
in the future, and then this Bill would 
have to be amended. He appealed to the 
Chief Secretary to consider this important 
point seriously, and to see whether a 
change in the proposal could not be made 
whereby landlords and tenants would be 
left perfectly free. He couid understand 
a compulsory Bill, but under a perfectly 
voluntary Bill landlords who were willing 
to give more than 30 per cent. reductions 
to tenants should be free to make that 
arrangement. 


Motion made, and Question “ That the 
Chairman do report Progress ; and ask 
leave to sit again.”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


said that this particular zone had been, Put, and agreed to. 
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* Committee report Progress; to sit 
again To-morrow. 


Adjournment 


SUPPLY [lltTu June]. 

Resolution reported. 

CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE.- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 
Cass II. 

“ That a sum, not exceeding £136,907, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 

1904, for the 
of the 


of March, salaries and 


expenses Local Government 


Board.” 
Resolution agreed to. 


SUPPLY [Stu JUNE, EVENING SIrTina]. 
Resolutions reported. 

CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 
REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 

1, “That a exceeding 
22,549,430, be granted to His Majesty, 


yt 


sum, not 


to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1904, for the salaries 
and working expenses of the Post Office 
Telegraph Service.” 
CLaAss IV. 
2. “That a sum, not exceeding £88,619, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
will pay- 
ment during the year ending on 
the 3lst day of March, 1904, for the 
salaries and other expenses of the British 
Museum, and of the Natural History 
Museum, including certain grants in aid.” 


which come in course of 


3. “That a sum, not exceeding £7,027, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
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of March, 1904, for the salaries and 
expenses of the National Gallery, and of 
the National Gallery of British Art, 
Millbank, including a grant in aid for the 
purchase of pictures.” 

4. “That a sum, not exceeding £2,445, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1904, for the salaries and 
expenses of the National Portrait Gallery, 
including a grant in aid for the purchase 
of portraits.” 

5. “ That a sum, not exceeding £3,281, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 5lst day 
of March, 1904, for the salaries and 
expenses of the Wallace Collection (Hert- 
ford House).” 

6. “That a sum, not exceeding £23,730, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst day 
of March, 1904, for sundry grants in aid 
of Scientific Investigation, etc., and other 
grants.” 

7. “That a sum, not exceeding £77,100, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1904, for grants in aid of the 
expenses of certain Universities and 
Colleges in Great Britain, and of the 
expenses under the Welsh Intermediate 
Education Act, 1889.” 


Resolutions agreed to, 





during the year ending on the 31st day 


Twelve o’cluck. 


Adjourned at two minutes after 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. Bristol Corporation Bill [H.L.]. The 

, ; King’s consent signified; and Bill 
Tuesday, 16th June, 1903. ‘reported, with huseedieente. 

PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. Commercial Gas Bill. Reported, with 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of th 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the 
Certificate from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bill have been complied with : 
Blackheath and Greenwich District Elec- 
tric Light. 


And also the Certificate that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bill have not been complied 
with: Grindleford, Baslow, and Bakewell 
Railway. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


South-Western and Isle of Wight 
Junction Railway Bill [H.1.]. Petition 


for additional provision; of the South 
Western and Isle of Wight Junction 
Railway Company; together with the 
proposed clause annexed thereto; read, 
and referred to the Examiners. 


© King’s consent 


| Amendments. 
| Salford Corporation Bill [u.1.). The 
signified; and Bill 
reported, with Amendments. 


| Scottish Central Electric Power Bill 
[H.L.]. Read 2%. 
Cork Harbour Bill, Read 2°, and 


committed. 


London County Council (Tramways 
and Improvements) Bill; East Ham 
‘Improvement Bill; Highland and 
Invergarry and Fort Augustus Railway 
Companies Bill; Wellingborough and 
District Tramroads Bill. Read 2*, and 
committed. The Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and 
Harbours Bill; Cheshire Lines Com- 


mittee Bill; Newcastle - upon - Tyne 
Electric Supply Bill. Read 2", and 
| committed. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. | 


2) Bill [".L.], (Ramsbottom Urban Dis- 
trict Council Order). A witness ordered 
to attend the Select Committee. 


Grindleford, Baslow, and Bakewell 
Railway Bill. Examiner’s Certificate 
of non-compliance with the Standing 
Orders referred to the Standing Orders 
Committee on Tuesday next. 


Manchester Southern Tramways (Lan- 


Tramways (Cheshire) Bill [H.L.]. Report 


with Amendments, under the title of the 
Manchester Southern Tramways 


(HL. | ; 


Table. 


Manchester Southern Tramways (Lan- 
eashire) Bill [H.L.]; and Manchester 
Southern Tramways (Cheshire) Bill {#... ], 
now Manchester Southern Tramways 


Bill [H.L.]. Reported from the Select | 


Committee, with Amendments. 
VOL. CXXIII. [FourtH Series. ] 


Bill | 
ad, and ordered to li the | 
Fe eer ne a | dispensed with, with respect 


| petition of Messrs. 


| Midland and Belfast and Northern 
Counties Railways Bill; Watford 
and Edgware Railway Bill. Read 2°, 
/and committed. The Committees to be 
proposed ,by the Committee of Selection. 


| Wood Green Urban District Council 
| Bill. Read 22. 


| Carmarthenshire Electric Power Bill. 
cashire) Bill [H.L.]; Manchester Southern | (HL. ]. 
; | Bill passed, and sent to the Commons. 
from the Select Committee, that the Com- | P 


mittee have consolidated the said Bills, | 


Read 3*; Amendments made; 


London, Tilbury, and Southend 
Railway Bill. Standing Order No. 93 
considered (according to Order), and 
to a 
Frederick Boyd 
Brown and Charles Wells. Leave given 


to present the said Petition. 


Knott End Railway (Extension of 
Time) Bill [a.L.]. Returned from the 
Commons agreed to. 


2N 
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Local Government Provisional Orders| Order Confirmation Bill (No. 
(No. 4) Bill. House in Committee Grangemouth Water Order Confirma- 
(according to Order). Amendments tion Bill (No. 115); Lanarkshire 
made. Standing Committee negatived. | Electricity and Refuse Destruction 
Report of Amendments to be received| Order Confirmation Bill (No. 116). 
on Thursday next. | Brought from the Commons; read 

| 1"; to be printed, and (pursuant to 

Local Government Provisional |the Private Legislation Procedure 
Order (Housing of the Working Classes) (Scotland) Act, 1899), deemed to have 
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114); 


Bill; Local Government Provisional been read 2* (The Lord Balfour), and 
Orders (No. 1) Bill; Local Govern-| reported from the Committee. 





ment Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; | 
Local Governm2nt Provisional Orders 
(No. 3) Bill. Read 3* (according to | 
Order), and passed. | 
} 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders | 
(No. 4) Bill. Read 2* (according to 
Order), and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House on Thursday next. 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) 
Bill [H.L.]; Gas Orders Confirmation | 
(No. 2) Bill [H.L.]. House in Committee 
{according to Order): Bills reported | 
without Amendment; Standing Com-| 
mittee negatived; and Bills to be read | 
3* on Thursday next. 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill [H.1.]. | 
House in Committee (according to | 
Order); Amendments made; Standing | 
Committee negatived ; Report of Amend- | 
ments to be received on Thursday next. 


Polling Districts (County Councils) 
Bill [H.L.]; Polling Arrangements 
(Parliamentary Boroughs) Bill [H.L.]. 
Read 3* (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 10) Bill (No. 108); Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill 
(No. 109); Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 14) Bill (No. 110); 
Local Government Provisional Order 
(No. 16) Bill (No. 111); Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (Poor Law) 
Bill (No. 112). Brought from the 
Commons; read 1*; to be printed; 
referred to the Examiners, and to be 
read 2* on Thursday next.—(Zhe Lord 
Kenyon.) 


Caledonian Railway Order Confirma- 
tion Bill (No. 113) ; Edinburgh Corpora- 
tion (Markets, Slaughter-houses, etc.) 





|held at Bloemfontein, 


, amended. 


PETITIONS. 


DECLARATION OF THE SOVEREIGN 
AGAINST TRANSUBSTANTIATION. 
Petitions for abrogation of ; of Roman 

Catholics residing in Croxdale ; Shanklin 

and Sandown; and Brixton; read, and 

ordered to lie on the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





SOUTH AFRICA. 

Minutes of Proceedings of the South 
African Customs Union Conference, 
March, 1903; 
Presented (by Command), und ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


MUNICIPAL TRADING. 


Ordered, That the evidence taken by 
the Joint Committee on Municipal Trad- 
ing during the session of i900, be 
referred to the Joint Committee on 
Municipal Trading of the present 
session. 


NEW BILL. 
NEWCASTLE CHAPTER (AMENDMENT) 
BILL [H.L.]. 

A Bill to make further provision for 
the foundation of a Dean and Chapter 
of Newcastle, and for other purposes 
connected therewith—Was presented by 
the Lord Bishop of St. Albans ; read 1°, 
to be printed; and to be read 2* on 
Tuesday next. (No. 117.) 





MUSICAL COPYRIGHT BILL [u.z.}. 


Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee with Amendments. The Report 
thereof to be received on Thursday 
next; and Bill to be printed as 
(No. 106.) 





SVS SS | Ve” 
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STATUTE LAW REVISION (SCOTLAND) 
BILL [H.L.]. 


Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee without Amendment, and to be 
read 3* on Thursday next. 


JUSTICES OF THE PEACE BILL [H.1.}. 


Reported from the Standing Committee 
without further Amendment. The 
teport of the Amendments made in 


Committee of the whole House to be | 


received on Thursday next. 


COAL MINES (CERTIFICATES) BILL. 


Reported from the Standing Committee | 
with an Amendment. The Report there- | 
of to be received on Thursday next; | 


and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 
107.) 


RULES OF ORDER. 


THE Eart or WEMYSS: I beg to ask 
the Secretary for Scotland whether there 
are any precedents for Bills being pro- 
ceeded with in Parliament on any subject 
under inquiry and consideration at the 
time by a Committee or Commission ; 
and, if so, will he state what those pre- 
cedents are. I am referring, of course, to 
the action taken by the Government with 
regard to the County Councils Bill and 
the Borough Funds Bill; and, even if the 
noble Lord is able to produce precedents 
for Bills being proceeded with on a 
subject under inquiry by a Committee, 
then I should say, on the principle that 
many a rule is better in the breach than 
in the observance, that those precedents 
should not be followed. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE FOR | 


SCOTLAND (Lord BaLrour of Bur- 
LEIGH): The noble Ear! is a little difficult 


to deal with, because if any number of | 


precedents are produced, he will not pay 
any attention to them. The noble Earl’s 
Question proceeds on the assumption that 
the Bills to which he has alluded refer to 


the subject under inquiry by the Joint | 
Committee on Municipal Trading, but | 


that is not so. The reference to the 
Joint Committee is— 


“To consider and report as to the principles 
which should govern powers given by Bills 
and Provisional Orders to municipal and other 
local authorities for industrial enterprise 
within or without the area of their jurisdiction.” 


{16 JuNE 1903} 
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| the one case is to enable County Councils, 
| subject to certain restrictions, to defray 
| the cost of promoting Bills, and, in the 
| other case, so far as the promotion of Bills 
|is concerned, to improve the machinery 
under which the consent of the constitu- 
/ ent body is obtained. I would point out 
that the greater portion of what is 
| described as municipal trading is done 
|under the powers of general Acts, and 
the way to stop that, if it is thought 
desirable to stop it after the inquiry, is 
_to limit the powers given by those general 
Acts to the various bodies. 


THE EarL of WEMYSS rose to reply 
amid some cries of “Order!” He was 
/contending that these Bills dealt with 
the subject referred to the Joint Com- 


mittee when-——— 


. 


EarL SPENCER, interposing, said the 
noble Earl was not in order in making a 
speech after a reply had been given to 
his Question. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
_of Hatspury): I think the noble Ear! is 
exceeding the licence which we are all 
delighted to give him ; but, as the matter 
| has been called to my attention, I think 
he is clearly out of order. 


THe Eart oF CAMPERDOWN : Is it 
‘not a fact that the only way to stop a 
Peer is to move that he be no longer 
| heard # 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR: I do not 
‘think that is quite accurate. If the 
/noble Earl persisted with his speech 
despite the cries of ‘‘ Order,”’ the course 
‘suggested might be pursued; but in 
the circumstances it would be extremely 
| discourteous. 


Tae Eart or CAMPERDOWN: It 
'would be extremely discourteous, but I 
|do not see how you can stop any Mem- 
ber of this House except by means of a 
Motion. I have often heard your Lord- 
| Ship say you are only a Member of this 
| House. 


These Bills in no way determine what | 


those principles shall be. The object in’ 


THe LORDCHANCELLOR: Certainly. 
2N 2 
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THE Eart or CAMPERDOWN : You 


may express an opinion, but if a Member | prophesied came true : 


chooses to disregard it, what is to happen | 
then ? 


THe Eart or WEMYSS: May I go’ 


on? 
Tue LORD CHANCELLOR: No 
Tue Eart or WEMYSS: Then I shall 


reserve what I have to say till a later 
stage. 


BRITISH INTERESTS IN CHINA. 


THe Eart or MAYO: My Lords, I 
beg to ask His Majesty’s Government 
(1) whether Russians have obtained a 
concession for a railway guaranteed by 
the Chinese Government from Ching- 
ting-fu, on the main line from Peking 
to Han-kau to Tai-yuen-fu, the capital 
of Shan-si ; (2) whether Germans have 
been conceded by the Chinese Govern- 
ment two important extensions of rail- 
way, namely, first, from Te-chau on the 
Grand Canal to Ching-ting-fu, this being 
a continuation of the main line of 
railway which is being pushed across 
Shan-tung from Kiao-chau Bay through 
Tsi-nanfu, the capital, to the Grand 
Canal; secondly, from Yen-chau in 
Shan-tung, on the Tien-tsin-Chin-Kiang 
main line to Kai-fong-fu, the capital of 
Honan; (3) whether the concession 
granted to M. Rouffart, a Belgian, who 
is now at Peking awaiting the Imperial 
edict sanctioning that concession, is for 
a railway from Kai-fong-fu, the capital 
of Honan, to Honan city, and carries 
with it a Chinese Government guarantee 
and an option for the railway’s extension 
to Tung-Kuan, the key of Western China, 
and Si-ngan-fu, the capital of Shen-si. 
In putting these Questions I would 
ask the noble Marquess who surveys the 
foreign affairs of mankind from China 
to Peru to accompany me in a trip to 
the Flowery Land, the land of the 
Mandarin and the pigtail. My reason 
for this peregrination is this. 
appeared in Zhe 7imes of 10th June last, 


a communication trom the able corres- 
pondent of that paper at Peking. His 
statements are always found to be right. 
When negotiations were being carried 


on at Peking his statements were not | 


{LORDS} 
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‘only found to be right, but what he 
and, therefore, 
this is no canard or mare’s nest to which 
| I am directing your Lordships’ attention, 
| but a subject well worthy of the attention 
of the House. If you wonder what [ 
have to do with China I will say at once 
that three Englishmen, with myself, 
were the original directors of the Pekin 
Syndicate, which obtained, in May, 1898, 
the Shan-si and Honan concessions— 
‘For mining purposes, iron works, the 
transport of all minerals, and also the power 
to construct branch railways to connect with 
main lines or with water navigation,” 
which is the old and most important 
means of carriage and communication in 
the Chinese Empire. Since that day 
much water has flowed down the Yang- 
tsze. The Pekin Syndicate and the 
British and Chinese Corporation have 
joined in regard to railway construetion, 
and have thus been strengthened in their 
common object. The Pekin Syndicate, 
since obtaining their concession, have 
carried from England to China some 
19,000 tons of railway material, trans- 
ported it some 500 miles by land and 
river, and have constructed 75 miles of 
railway, of which 54 miles are now being 
run over by locomotives. So that this 
concession has not been allowed to remain 
idle, as I am sorry to say others have. 


Coming to my questions, I would ex- 
plain in regard to the first that the line 
from Ching-Ting- -fu to Tai-yuen-fu, 
originally conceded to the Russo-Chinese 
Bank in May, 1898, was without a 
Chinese Imperial Government guarantee, 
but early in this year the bank obtained 
a guarantee on all fours with the trunk 
Peking-Han-kau Railway. This Ching- 
Ting-fu Tai-yuen-fu line touches some of 
the coalfields originally conceded to the 
Pekin Syndicate, and I have reason to 
believe® that it will be capitalised in 
France. I do not take exception to this 
move, but I would call attention to its 
political importance. The railway will 
undoubtedly strike south-west from 
Tai-yuen-fu into the centre of China, on 
to the province of Szu-chuan, the richest 


; : ; ';,and most populous province in the 
under the heading “ Railway Rivalry,” | 


Chinese Empire, and no doubt it will 
eventually join with the French advanc- 
ing northwards through Yunnan. We 
might look with equanimity on this as a 
development of China by means of rail- 
ways but for the fact that this province 
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of Szu-chuan is in the upper waters of 
the river Yang-tsze, which is most 
distinctly the British sphere of influence ; 
and the British sphere of influence in the 
Yang-tsze Valley is another name for the | 
open door in China. 

As to the second Question, the fact 
that the Germans have obtained conces- 
sions to extend their railways from Shan- 
tung, which will tap the coalfields in 
Shan-si and Honan, is not disadvan- 
tageous to the Pekin Syndicate, which 
holds these concessions ; but it must be 
remembered that the object is to develop 
the German port of Kiao-chau to the 
detriment of Nanking and Shanghai, | 
where British interests predominate, the 
river Yang-tsze debouching at the former 
place. All interested in British trade in 
China must see from what I have stated 
that foreign Governments are backing up 
their subjects who are seeking and work- 
ing for railway concessions. All that is 
asked of our Government is that they 
shall afford the same backing to British 
subjects who are engaged in pushing 
the interests of British trade in China. 

My third Question deals with another 
line, non-British, ostensibly from Kai- 
fong-fu to Honan city, and on to Tung- 
Kuan, the key of Western China. This 
will, no doubt, form part of the Russo- 
Chinese Bank extension into Western 
China mentioned in my first Question. 
For unless the application which I under- 
stand has been made by the Pekin Syn- 
dicate and the British and Chinese Cor- 
poration, now one, and representing 
strong British interests, is granted for 
the railway line from Nanking through 
Si-ngan-fu into the provinceof Szu-chuan 
and strongly supported by His Majesty’s | 
Government, this line will in all proba- | 
bility be granted to other than British 
interests. British railway prospects, 
even in the Yang-tsze, are no better than 
they were before ; and bearing in mind 
the telegram from Sir C. MacDonald to 
Lord Salisbury, dated September 4th, 
1898, which stated that the Pekin Syn- 
dicate were entitled to construct railways 
from their minesto the Yang-tsze,andalso 
bearing in mind the valuable Shan-si and 
Honan mineral concessions obtained bv 
the Pekin Syndicate, it appears that they | 
are denied their natural outlet to the 
Yang-tsze. I do not put aside the 
political question to urge the claims of 
this purely British syndicate, but I 
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must point out that the political question 
is wrapped up in the question of the con- 
struction of railways by foreigners and 
therefore affects the economic question 
of trade and development by British 
and British capital. I 
therefore hope the noble Marquess 
in his answer will set at rest 
any misgivings and doubts as to His 
Majesty's Government giving their 
strongest support to those interested in, 
and to those who have put their money 
into railway enterprise in, and developed 
the mineral resources of China, and who 
have shown their earnestness in carrying 
out the obligations I have set forth. I 
do not speak in any alarmist sense, being 
hopeful that the noble Marquess will 
continue to carry on the work of his pre- 
decessor, who was always most anxious 
to help forward this development policy 
in any way. But since then foreign 
Governments have been much more 
active and China has become more easy 
of access. For these reasons I have 
brought the subject before your Lord- 
ships House. . #.} 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LaNsSDOWNE): My Lords, I am afraid 
that if I were to follow the noble Earl 
minutely into the details of the subjects 
covered by his Questions I should be 
compelled to make a somewhat lengthy 
excursion into the regions of Chinese 
geography—an excursion which, I fear, 
would be somewhat puzzling to your 
Lordships. But I think I can give him 
a comparatively simple answer to the 
three Questions on the Paper. I will 


‘only preface what I have to say by 


observing that it would perhaps have 
been well if the noble Earl had drafted 
his Questions in such a way as to make 
it evident that he desired to call atten- 
tion, not only to questions of fact, but to 


| those questions of railway policy upon 
| which he touched during the course of 


his speech. As to my noble friend’s 
Questions, I have to say that the answer 
to the first Question is in the affirmative. 
His Majesty’s Chargé d’Affaires at Peking 
reported to us last December that an 
agreement between the Director-General 
of Southern Railways and the Russo- 
Chinese Bank for the financing of a 
railway from Cheng-Ting-fu, on the 
Peking-Hankau Railway, to Tai-yuen-fu 
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had received the Imperial sanction. 
That is the answer to the first Question. 
The second Question raises rather more 
intricate points. The British and Chinese 
Corporation and the German syndicate 
are at this moment jointly negotiating 
with the Chinese Government for a final 
agreement for a line from Tien-tsin to 
the Yang-tsze. We are given to under- 
stand that the part in which the German 
syndicate is interested includes the con- 
struction of the two branch lines referred 
to in the noble Earl’s question— I mean 
the line from Techou on the Grand Canal 


to Chang-ting fu, and the other line from | 


Yen-chau, in Shan-tung, to Kai-fong-fu, 
and this action on the part of the German 
syndicate has been taken without any 
objection on the part of the British 
and Chinese Corporation. On the other 
hand, the latter corporation—the British 
and Chinese Corporation—acting with 
the Peking syndicate, with which the 
noble Earl, as I understand, is to some 
extent connected, are applying for 
other lines running westwards from the 
British portion of the Tientsin-Yang-tsze 
line. 


portance of which the noble Earl has so 
correctly pointed out ; and I am able to 
say that those two British associations 


are applying tor those concessions with | 


the fullest and complete support of his 
Majesty’s Government. I now come to 
the third railway mentioned by the noble 
Earl. The matter stands as follows— 


The Peking-Hankau Railway Syndicate, | 


which, I think, is under Franco-Belgian 
control, are understood to have obtained 
the Kai-fong-fu-Honan railway concession, 
but His Majesty’s Chargé d'Affaires has 


told us in a recent telegram that the | 


Chinese Government altogether deny 
having given concessions for the extension 
of the line to Si-ngan-fu. That, I gather, 


is a point to which the noble Lord attaches | 
I do not think it would be | 


importance. 
convenient that I should, on this occasion, 
enter into the general question of the 
position of British railway interests in 
China ; but I shall certainly be prepared 
to show, if necessary, that the representa 
tives of British enterprise in that country 
have not come away by any means empty- 
handed. They have secured some ex- 
tremely important concessions ; and I am 
constrained to confirm an observation made 
by the noble Earl—namely, that it does 
The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{COMMONS} 


I gather that one of these lines | 
will be a line towards Szu-chuan, the im- | 
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not always follow that because a valuable 
concession is obtained it is turned to ac- 
count with as much promptitude and ex- 
pedition as everyone would desire. But, 
on the other hand, I freely admit that 
we have had serious cause for complaint 
of the manner in which the Chinese 
Government has dealt with the applica- 
| tions of some of these concessionnaires, and 
we have found it necessary recently to 
make a strong remonstrance to the Chinese 
Government upon the subject. Our 
Ambassador, Sir Ernest Satow, is about 
to return, after a well-earned holiday, to 
Peking. And he will go back fully aware 
of the views of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment and with instructions to support 
them energetically. In conclusion, 1 may 
say that the noble Earl may depend upon 
it that the associations which represent 
| British interests in the matter of railway 
/construction in China will certainly re- 
ceive from His Majesty’s Government a 
backing which I hope will bear comparison 
with the backing received by the repre- 
| sentatives of other countries. 





House adjourned at tive minutes 
past Five o’clock to Thursday 
next, half-past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tuesday, 16th June, 1903. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 
| PRIVATE BILLS [Lorvs] (STANDING 


ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
|Report from one of the Examiners of 
| Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
| case of the following Bill, originating in 
|the Lords, and referred on the First 
| Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been com- 
| plied with, viz., Exeter Corporation Bill 
| { Lords]. 





| Ordered, That the Bill be read a 


| second time. 
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London and North-Western Railway 
Bill {Lords}. Read a second time, and 
committed. 


St. Luke’s Church and Parish Quoad 
Sacra, Edinburgh, Order Confirmation 
Bill [Lords]. Considered; to be read 
the third time upon Friday. 
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Education Board Provisional Orders 
Confirmation (East Ham, etc.) Bill 
[Lords] ; Pier and Harbour Provisional | 
Orders (No. 2) Bill; Pier and Harbour | 
Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Pier | 
and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 4) | 
Bill; Pier and Harbour Provisional | 
Orders (No. 5) Bill; Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill. Read 
a second time, and committed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP F). 


Mr. GgorGe WHITELEY reported from | 
the Committee on Group F of Private 
Bills, That the parties petitioning against 
the Local Government (Ireland) Provi- 
sional Orders (No. 3) [Dublin Order] 
Bill had stated that the evidence of 
tobert Thomas Blackburn, Secretary of 
the County Dublin County Council, of 
No. 11, Rutland Square, Dublin, and 
James W. Drury, Local Government 
Board Inspector, was essential to their 
case ; and, it having been proved that 
their attendance could not be procured 
without the intervention of the House, 
he had been instructed to move that the 
said Robert Thomas Blackburn and 
James W. Drury do attend the said 
Committee To-morrow, at Eleven of the 
Clock. 

Ordered, That Robert Thomas Black- 
burn and James W. Drury do attend 
the Committee on Group F of Private 
Bills To-morrow. at Eleven of the Clock. 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Resolutions reported from the Select 
Committee :— 


1. “That in the case of the Kip’s 
Patents Bill [Lords}, the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with :— 
That the parties be permitted to proceed 
with their Bill.” 


2. * That, in the case of the Alexandra 





Park and Palace, Petition for leave to 
deposit a Petition for a Bill, the Stand- 
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ing Orders ought to be dispensed with :— 
That the parties be permitted to deposit 
their Petition for a Bill.” 


3. “That, in the case of the Hove, 
Worthing, and District Tramways Bill 
[Lords], the Standing Orders ought to 
be dispensed with :—‘* That the parties 
be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to, Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) 
Bill; Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 1.) Bill; Local Gov- 
ernment (Ireland) Provisional Order 


(No. 2) Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) 
| Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill ; Market 


Drayton Gas Bill, without Amendment. 


Amendments to, Wellington (Salop) 
Gas Bill [Lords] without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“ An Act tor extending the operation of 
and amending the Union of Benefices 
Act, 1860, and for the disposal of un- 
necessary chapels of ease.” [Union of 
Benefices Act (1860) Amendment Bill 
[ Lords. } 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act 
to authorise the Chatham and District 
Light Railways Company to construct 
tramways and tramroads and other 
works ; and for other purposes.’ 
[Chatham and District Light Railways 
Bill [ Lords. } 


Chatham and District Light Railways 
Bill [Lords], read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


PETITIONS. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILL. 


Petitions against : from Brighton ; and 
Wallasey ; to lie upon the Table. 
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PUBLIC LIBRARIES. 


Petition from York, for alteration of | 
law ; to lie upon the Table. 


| 
PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) | 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. | 


Petition from Paisley, in favour; to) 
lie upon the Table. 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Employment of Young Children on Tea 
Estates in Ceylon. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N,): 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 


| Colonies whether he has yet received 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petition from Bradford, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE BILL. 


Petitions against : from Teddington ; 
Wallasey ; Brighton ; Lewisham 
Croydon ; and Wolverhampton; to lie. 
upon the Table. 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL. 


'. Petitions in favour : from Perth ; and 
Auchterarder ; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION 
FOR NON-RENEWAL) BILL. , 


Petition from Perth, against ; 
upon the Table. 


to lie 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Newmilnes, in favour ; 


to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
SOUTH AFRICA. 

Copy presented, of Minutes of Proceed- 
ings of the South African Customs Union | 
Conference held at Bloemfontein, March, 
1903 [by Command]; to lie upon the | 

‘able. 


PROSECUTION OF OFFENCES ACTS, 
1879 AND 1884. 

Address for ‘Return showing the 
working of the Regulations made in 1886 | 
for carrying out the Prosecution of | 
Offences Acts, 1879 and 1884, with | 


‘Report of 
‘whether it deals with the education of 


a Report from the Governor of Ceylon 
with reference to the employment of 
children of six years old and upwards 


on tea estates. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
I have not yet received the Report on 
this subject which I asked for on 7th 
May. The Governor has not yet had 
sufficient time to prepare it, as the 
despatch could not have reached the 


Colony before the 24th May. 


Ceylon Taxation Committee Report. 
Mr. SCHWANN: To ask the Secre- 


‘tary of State for the Colonies whether 


the Educational Cess Committee has 
finished its sittings in Ceylon ; and, if so, 
whether he will state what are the 
recommendations embodied in the final 
the Committee, and say 


the children of Tamil labourers on tea 
estates and elsewhere. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
I have not yet received the Report of the 
Commission on the Incidence of Taxation 
in Ceylon to which the hon. Mem- 
ber doubtless refers, and am not aware 
whether it has yet finished its sittings. 


Septic Tanks—Danger of Explosions. 
Sir JOHN ROLLESTON (Leicester) : 


| To ask the Secretary of State for the 


Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to explosions of septic 
tanks at Exeter during the experimental 
stages, at Walton-on-Naze in December 
last, and at Sheringham in Norfolk on 





Statistics setting forth the number, cost, the 1st May last, the last of which caused 
and results of the Proceedings instituted the death of three people and injuries to 
by the Director in accordance with those | several others; and, if so, whether in 
Regulations from the Ist day of January, view of the number of septic tanks which 
1902, to the 3lst day of December, | have lately been erected throughout the 
1902 (in continuation of Parliamentary country, he will consider the advisability 
Paper, No. 154, of Session 1902).”—(Mr. | of making these tanks subject to a special 
Cochrane.) | licence. 
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(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) My 
right hon. friend has asked me to answer 
this Question. I am aware of the un- 
fortunate explosion at Sheringham, and I 
have received some information as to the 
other two cases referred to. The Royal 
Commission on Sewage Disposal are at 
present investigating the various methods 
and appliances for the disposal of sewage, 
including septic tanks ; and I understand 
they have caused special inquiry to be 
made into the circumstances of the 
accident at Sheringham. Legislation 
would be necessary to give effect to the 
suggestion contained in the Question, but 
it would seem to be desirable to await 
the Report of the Commission before 
determining whether any legislation 
should be undertaken on the subject. 


Questions. 


Vivisection Return—Date of Publication. 

Dr. SHIPMAN (Northampton): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if he can now give the date 
when the Returns of Experiments on 
Living Animals for the year 1902 will be 
published. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) The Return in question has 
now been issued. 


Naval Construction Programme. 


Mr. JAMES HOPE (Fife, W.): 
To ask the Secretary to the Ad- 
miralty whether he can state what has 
been done up to the present to carry out 
the naval construction programme for the 
current financial year. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) All 
the necessary steps are being taken with 
a view to placing the orders as nearly as 
possible at the times arranged for in the 
programme, in order to earn the money 
voted, before the end of the financial 
year. 


Sale of Irish Land—Bonuses. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, §.) : 
To ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
if landlords who agree with their tenants 
for the sale of their estates to them within 
the limits sanctioned by the Land Bill 
will receive any part of the bonus; and, 
if so, how will this be calculated where 
the landlord cannot sell the whole of such 
estate. 


{16 JuNE 1903} 
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(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) As the 
Bill is framed, the vendor of any lands 
which the Commissioners deem fit to be 
dealt with as an estate, will be entitled to 
a bonus calculated on the amount of the 
purchase money of the estate sold, less 
the price of any portion thereof resold to 
him. 


Questions. 


Governorships of Irish Prisons. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
why Mr. Munroe was promoted from the 
Burmah Police Force to the governorship 
of Castlebar Prison, which is a third 
class prison ; and, after six months of 
this duty, was promoted over the heads 
of Irish officials to the governorship of 
Galway Prison, which is in the category 
of a second class prison. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Mr. 
Munroe was selected for appointment as 
governor in the service of the Irish 
Prisons’ Board on the ground that he 
was the best qualified candidate for the 
position. The same principle regulated 
his subsequent promotion from Castlebar 
to Londonderry (not Galway) Prison. 


Inquiry into Increase of Lunacy in 
Ireland. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, W.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Work- 
house Commission, when going into the 
question of utilising some of the work- 
houses as auxiliary asylums, will inquire 
into the apparent increase in lunacy and 
the accommodation and management of 
lunatic asylums ; whether, if an inquiry 
into the increase of lunacy is not within 
the scope of the Workhouse Commission, 
he will extend the scope to supply the 
desired accurate information on the 
subject ; and will he say whether the 
Inspectors of Lunacy have recommended 
that such an inquiry should not be 
held. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
Commission will inquire into the classifi- 
cation and treatment of the insane who 
are relieved from the poor rates in work- 
houses, but will not investigate the ques- 
tion of the accommodation and manage- 
ment of district lunatic asylums; nor 
will it inquire into the general question 
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of the increase in lunacy. In reply to 
the concluding inquiry, any communica- 
tions that may have passed between the 
Government and the inspectors of lunatics 
on the subject of the Commission are 
confidential. 


Irish Poor Law Medical Officers. 


Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N_): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of [reland if, in view of the 
dissatisfaction existing in the ranks of 
the Irish Poor Law medical officers, he 
will consent to appoint in the near 
future a Royal Commission to inquire 
into the working of the Irish Poor Law 
system in all its branches. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
Commi:sion recently appointed will 
e nsider the general question of the 
amalgamation of unions and certain 
other reforms in Irish Poor Law adminis 
tration which have been indicated in the 
published warrant constituting the 
Commission. The deliberations of the 
Commission have been limited in their 
Scope with a view to the completion of 
the necessary inquiries in the shortest 
possible time, and to the avoidance. of 
matters which are regarded as vonten- 
tious. As at present advised I am not 
prepared to recommend the appointment 
of a Commission to investigate the larger 
question of the working of the Poor Law 
system in all its branches. 


Preservation of Big Game in Africa. 


Str HARRY SETON-KARR (St. 
Helens): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether the provisions 
of the International Conference held in 
London in May 1899, for the preservation 
of big game in Africa, are now being 
carried out in all parts of Africa under 
the control of the Colonial Office, and 
particularly if the prohibition of the 
export of elephant tusks under 11 Ibs. in 
weight is being strictly enforced, and by 
what means ; also whether, having regard 
to the regulation that licencees must 
make a Return of game killed, these Re- 
turns from the date the regulation came 
into force can be collected from all 
territorities in Africa under the control 
of the Colonial Office and presented to 
Parliament; and whether he can state 
in what game reserves in Africa officials 
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and natives are allowed to kill game, and 
to what extent and under what condi- 


tions; also to what extent and at what 


cost the sanctity of the game reserves in 
Africa is enforced by game wardens, 
police or otherwise. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
The parts of Africa under the control of 
the Colonial Office which come within the 
zone defined by Article 1 of the Conven- 
tion for the Preservation of Wild Animals, 
Birds, and Fish in Africa, of the 19th 
May 1900, are the British Colonies and 
Protectorates in West Africa and North 
Western Rhodesia. Regulations for the 
preservation of wild animals have been 
brought into force in the colony and 
protectorate of Sierra Leone, in the 
colonies of the Gold Coast and Ashanti, 
in the northern territories of the Gold 
Coast, and in the  protectorates of 
Southern and Northern Nigeria. In the 
other West African colonies or protector- 
ates regulations are in preparation, and 
will be brought into force very shortly. 
In Southern Nigeria, by Order 8 of 1901, 
made under Proclamation No. 8 of 1901, 
the killing of young elephants, and _ the 
possession and sale of any tusk weighing 
less than 10 Ibs. is prohibited under a 
penalty not exceeding £50 fine or a term 
of imprisonment not exceeding six months 
with or without hard labour; and in 
Northern Nigeria the Proclamation No. 
15 of 1901 contains a provision to the 
same effect. The regulations which are 
in force at the present time in the other 
coloniesand protectorates mentioned above 
contain no provisions for the prohibition 
or regulation of the export of elephant 
tusks under 10 Ibs. (the weight specified 
by the Convention) in weight. No game 
reserves have been formed in any part 
of British West Africa; and Northern 
Nigeria, Ashanti, and the northern terri- 
tories of the Gold Coast are at present 
the only places where any regulations 
exist with reference to licencees making a 
Return of the game killed by them. No 
Returns have yet been received in the 
Colonial Office, but the Governor of the 
Gold Coast and the High Commissioner 
of Northern Nigeria will be asked to 
furnish them. With regard to North 
Western Rhodesia no proclamationappears 
as yet to have been issued, but I am 
communicating with Lord Milner on the 


subject. 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


British Investments Abroad. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (York- 
shire, Cleveland): I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
the rate of increase between 1881-82, 
and 1891 - 92, and 1901 — 02, in that 
proportion of the income derived by 
inhabitants of the United Kingdom from 
investments abroad, which can be 
identified in the statistics of the Income 
Tax, may be taken to represent with 
approximate accuracy the rate of increase 
in the total of such income, or whether 
improved methods of assessment to the 
tax would vitiate such an inference ; and, 
if so, to what extent. 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or tug EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr. Rrrcutez, Croydon): I 
cannot offer an opinion on the general 
question raised by the hon. Member ; 
but IT may say that a material improve- 
ment in the method of assessment and 
collection was made by Section 26 of 
the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 
1885, whereby bankers and dealers in 
coupons were made responsible for the 
deduction of tax from the proceeds of 
coupons collected by them from abroad, 
and much of the improved collection in 
years subsequent to 1885 may be attri- 
buted to that cause. It would, however, 
be impossible to name any definite figure 
as an estimate of the effect of that Act. 
As between 1891-92 and 1901-02, the 
collection has not been affected by any 
administrative changes other than those 
due to the changes of 1894 and 1898 as 
regards exemptions and abatements. 
These would tend to make the apparent 
inerease slightly less than the real 
increase of income on investments abroad. 


Irish Poor Law Administration Inquiry. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether, in view of the percentage of 
female and children inmates in Irish 
workhouses, and also in view of the 
number of lady members of Poor Law 
Boards, and the interest taken by women 
generally in the Poor Law administra- 
tion of Ireland, he will consider the 
a(visability of adding a lady member to 
the recently appointed Commission of 
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Inquiry into the working of the Irish 
Poor Law system. 


Tut ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 


derry, N.): At my right hon. friend’s 


request | will reply to this Question. 
The constitution of the Commission was 
very carefully considered, and it is not 
proposed to make any addition to the 
number of Commissioners. It will, of 
course, be open to them to take the 
evidence of ladies interested in the 
matters under inquiry. 


The Fiscal Policy of the Empire. 


Mr. MANSFIELD(Lincolnshire, Spald- 
ing): 1 beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether his attention has 
been drawn to a cablegram from the 
Governor of New South Wales to the 
effect that the colony expresses great 
satisfaction at the declaration by the 
British Government that every self- 
governing colony shall be secured in 
the free exercise of its right to enter 
into close trade relations with the 
mother country; and, if so, will he 
state whether a similar declaration has 
been communicated to the other Colonial 
Governments ; and will he undertake to 
lay upon the Table the text of all the 
communications which have passed 
between Colonial Governments and the 
Colonial Office in relation thereto. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FLRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): I am not 
sure, but I rather expect that the hon. 
Gentleman did not hear the answer 
which I gave to the Leader of the 
Opposition on this subject last Monday. 
I then stated that I was not aware to 
what declarations the telegram men- 
tioned in the Question referred. I also: 
stated that perhaps those responsible for 
the telegram or message contained in 
the telegram, had in view the declared. 
policy of His Majesty's Government. 
No telegrams, I have ascertained 
since, have been sent by the Colonial 
Office ; but I would read this extract 
from a despatch of Lord Salisbury in 


1897 when he denounced the Belgian 
‘and German treaties. He instructed 





+ See page 955. 
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our Ambassadors to say to the Govern- 
ments concerned— > 

“That the object was to remove a barrier 
against the internal fiscal arrangements of the 
British Empire which is inconsistent with the 
close ties of commercial intercourse which 
subsist, and which should be consolidated 
between the mother country and_ the 
colonies.” 

I do not know if it be so, but I think 
it is quite possible that was the state- 
ment which the Colonial Governor had 
in view. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): Have any steps been taken 
‘to ascertain what declaration the Gover- 
nor of New South Wales referred to. 


Mr. A. J BALFOUR: I have certainly 
‘taken no steps, and I see no reason why 
steps should be taken. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 


dee): Will Papers relating to the de- | 


nunciation of the treaty be presented ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is a 
question which should be addressed to 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs. I have not the date in my mind. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I ought to in- 
form the House of a fact which was not 
present to my mind when I made certain 
statements about business a short time 
ago. I then stated that I hope to be 
able to take the Irish Land Bill without 
interruption for a considerable period. 
It now appears that it is absolutely 
necessary that the Finance Bill should 
become law on June 30th owing to certain 
drawbacks which have to be paid on 
that date. This subject will be better 
explained by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, but it is a necessity, and in 
these circumstances I have no choice 
but to ask the House to resume the con- 
sideration of the Committee stage of the 
Finance Bill next Monday. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Is the right hon. Gentleman in a position 
to make any statement as to when the 
Sugar Convention Bill and the agree- 
ment with the Cunard Company will be 
taken ? 
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Land Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no 
objection tothe hon. Member putting 
that Question on the Paper, but I may 
say at once that there is no chance of 
these subjects being taken within the 
next two or three weeks. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: 


stand we shall have notice ? 


I under- 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 


SELECTION. 

Mr. WoDEHOUSE reported from the 
Committee of Selection: That they had 
nominated the following five Members 
to serve on the Joint Committee of Lords 
and Commons on the Port of London 
Bill: Mr. Baldwin, Mr. Laurence Hardy, 
Sir Alexander Henderson, Mr. Mellor, 
and Mr. Russell Rea. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


NEW BILL, 


SHOPS (No. 2) BILL. 


“To amend the law relating to shops,” 
presented by Sir Charles Dilke ; sup- 
ported by Mr. John Burns, Mr. Flower, 
Mr. Lloyd-George. Mr. Kemp, Mr. 
M‘Crae, Mr. Melville, Mr. Nannetti, Sir 
Barrington Simeon, and Mr. Tennant; 
to be read a second time upon Friday, 
and to be printed. [Bill 244.] 





IRISH LAND BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


Clause 1 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 15, to leave out from the 
word ‘advance,’ to the end of Sub-section (2), 
and insert the words ‘ provided that the pur- 
chase annuity payable nnder this Act will be, 
to the case of the purchase of a holding, subject 
in a judicial rent fixed or agreed to since the 
passing of the Act of 1896, not less than 15 per 
cent. below the existing rent, and in the case 
of the purchase of a holding subject to a 
— rent fixed before that date, or of a 
1olding which is not subject to a judicial rent, 
but the tenancy in which is one to which, in 
the opinion of the Land Commission, the Land 
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Purchase Acts apply, not less than 25 per cent. 
below the existing rent.’”—(Mr. John Red- 
mond. ) 


Question again proposed, “That the 
words proposed to be left out, to the 
word ‘or’ in line 18, stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said two 
remarkable features in this debate must 
have impressed themselves upon the 
mind of everyone who followed the 
course of the discussion on the previous 
day. They were, firstly, that up to the 
present moment, after a debate on what 
I might describe as the most important 
single Amendment on the Paper to this 
Bill ; not one Member representing an 
Irish constituency had risen to oppose 
it. The second remarkable feature 
to which he alluded was the speech 
delivered by the hon. Member for 
York, who had in the course of that 
debate put himself forward as the 
chief spokesman of the irreconcilable 
section of the Irish landlords. At that 
stage they were entitled to put to them- 
selves the question, if the Government 


should be so badly advised as to resist | 


this Amendment and they were forced 
to go to a division “ How will the Irish 
vote go.” He said without the slightest 
doubt, that if they were forced to decide 
on that question in the Division Lobby— 
and he trusted they would not be—they 
would have, in favour of the Amend- 
ment, at least ten to one of the Irish 
representatives. The Government, if 
they opposed this Amendment, would 
not have in their Division Lobby, outside 
the two Irish law officers, four Irish 
Members. On what ground was this 
Bill being recommended to the people of 
Great Britain; on what ground had it 
received an almost unparalleled endorse- 
ment from the House of Commons? It 
was on the ground that it was a great 
measure, drafted not at the bidding, or 
at the demand, of one or other party in 
Ireland, but for the purpose of promoting 
a great and peaceful settlement of this 
war which had desolated Ireland for 
generations, and that it would be made, 
if it was not already, a measure accept- 
able to and approved of, practically 
speaking, by all sections of the Irish 


population. With what face would 
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the Government continue to recommend. 
their Bill to the people of this country if 
upon this vital Amendment—the most 
important that now stood upon the 
Paper—if at the very outset of the dis- 
cussion they forced a conclusion upon 
the House against ten to one of the Irish 
Members. The position was an im- 
possible one, and he refused to believe 
that any Irish Minister who wished, as 
he admitted the Chief Secretary did, to 
signalise his administration by a real 
attempt to settle this great question 
upon lines acceptable to all sections in 
Ireland, would inaugurate the discussion 
upon the Bill by such an extraordinary 
position as that. If this most important 
Amendment from the Irish benches was 
defeated in the lobby by English votes 
with the overwhelming preponderance of 
the Irish representatives in favour of it 
—if this Amendment, proposed by the 
Leader of the Irish Nationalist Party and 
supported by a majority of the Irish 
| Unionists in this House, were to be 
| defeated by an English vote, he asked 
‘the Chief Secretary to consider what 
| would be the effect of such a proceeding 
| upon the tone and the temper in which 
the further consideration of this Bill 
would be carried on. He considered that 
a matter of vital importance. If this 
Bill was to be made a great measure of 
appeasement and peace in Ireland, as he 
hoped it would, it was essential that the 
discussion should be on lines of concilia- 
tion and goodwill in all parts of the 
House, and it would be a most deplorable 
thing that the opening days of the debate 
on the Bill should be marked Ly a clash 
of fee'ing in which the almost unani- 
mous will of Ireland on a vital point 
was set aside and overcome by unin- 
formed English opinion. Could anything 
be more calculated to spoil the hope of 
the Bill being received in Ireland in that 
spirit which was essential to its success 
if it was to be a measure of peace and 
appeasement? Let them remember that 
it was not only necessary that this Bill 
should be framed in this House in accor- 
dance with the views of Irishmen who 
understood the question, but it was also 
necessary that it should be re- 
| ceived in Ireland with goodwill on both 
sides, and worked not in a spirit of 
partisanship or bitterness, but as a 


measure of appeasement. 
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Hedid not go quite so far as some hon. 
Members in saying that if this Amend- 
ment were carried practically all 
differences of opinion would be settled. 
Nor did he go so far as the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone in saying that the 
first clause was practically the whole 
Bill. In his opinion there were other 
questions of vital importance tobe con- 
sidered—such questions, for instance, as 
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Land Bill. 


for the advance was done away with, 
they could not do away with the 
necessity of inspection for other 
purposes, for they had got to map the 
holding, to determine the boundaries, 
and in many cases to correct the 
boundaries. They had to go on the 
holding to determine another vital 
question, and that was the question 
whether the tenant was really in pos- 
Otherwise the advance could 





the reinstatement of evicted tenants | session. 
and the resettlement of the West, | not legally be made. He knew of a 
without which no Land Bill could be | case where, owing to the neglect of that 
accepted in Ireland as really satisfac-| important investigation, the advance 
tory, and also the omission of Clause 17 | was made and the holding sold to a 
and Part 3 of the Bill, all these, he| man who was only a middleman and 
thought, were matters of vital impor-| had sub-let the holding, and was not 
tance. But he admitted that this was/ really in possession at all. That man 
undoubtedly a most vital and essential | was now grinding the real tenant, having 
Amendment, and it had this peculiarity purchased an estate of which he was 
about it—it was the only Amendment | not really in possession at all. There 
on which a certain small irreconcilable | were also questions of turbary rights 
section of the Irish landlords had chosen | and other easements of that kind to be 
to take up a position in connection with | considered. All these questions must 
which they said their interests were | be properly determined, and they could 
vitally affected. He felt boundin justice | be determined only by the system of 
to himself to say that so far as he was | inspection. He held, therefore, that no 
concerned he favoured the old procedure | matter what they did by abolishing in- 
of land purchase in Ireland. He | spection they could not get rid of the 
believed—and he had not been converted | necessity of ascertaining and fully deter- 
from his opinion by any of the argu-/| mining all the rights to which he had 
ments he had heard in this debate—he | referred. No delay need arise from 
believed that the Ashbourne Act wasthe | such a procedure, for it was all a ques- 
best Act ever passed by this House for | tion of appointing an adequate staff, and 
the settlement of the Irish land ques- | that by nomeansan expensive staff. He 
tion by the purchase system. He still | passed, however, from that subject, for 
believed in the old system of the inspec- | he recognised the decision of the National 
tion of holdings as the only effective | Convention in Dublin onit, a Convention 
protection for the taxpayer in England. | which was amply representative of the 
He denied that this old system of the| tenants of Ireland, and at which they 
inspection of holdings had been or need | were represented as they never were 
be the main source of any serious delay | before, on a great question like that. 
of carrying out | That Convention decided in favour of 





in the process } 
land purchase. It was merely aj/this Amendment, and he with all his 
question of appointing a_ sufficient | heart accepted the position. He rose to 
staff. The delays which cceurred support the Amendment. Had he been 


in the past under this system, | able to be present at the Convention he 
were really due, not to the ne essity | would have pleaded his own view, but 


of inspecting the holdings but to legal | now he heartily accepted the decision 
questions which arose. Whenever they 


that was arrived at there. 
touched the law they were immediately | Butimportant and vital as this Amend- 
plunged in delays, the end of which no| ment was, he held that its importance 
man could see. It was the questions of | had been increased enormously by the 
title and legal questions affecting various almost brutal frankness with which the 
interests that really caused the delay} hon. and learned Member for York 
and not the inspection of holdings. | gave expression to the ideas and plans 
Even where the necessity of determining | of those for whom he spoke in that 
whether the holdings were full security | House. The hon. and learned Member 


Mr. Dillon. 
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said yesterday, and he said it with) considerable section of the Irish land- 
scorn and contempt, that eighteen years | lords of using this Bill as a starting 
purchase was absurd, and_ that/ point for a great rise in the price of land 
twenty-five years purchase was the|in Ireland, he said deliberately that 
only reasonable figure that could be | this Bill, in that event, would bring not 
considered by the Irish landlords. | peace to Ireland but the sword. There 
That statement, coming from the| would be no settlement of the question, 
hon. and learned Member for York, | and the general condition of the country 
speaking for the irreconcilable section of | would be worse than before. 
Irish landlords, was rendered the more; Turning again to the speech of the hon. 
remarkable by certain words which | and learned Member for York, his view 
occurred in a letter published in the) was that the general average ought 
Dublin newspapers of the 23rd April | to be twenty-five years purchase in 
last, from a certain Mr. Lindsay Talbot | addition to the bonus. He thought the 
Crosbie, who sometimes appeared to be | hon. Member for Cork made the bonus 
a moderate landlord. Mr. Crosbie, said— | out to be equal to five years purchase, 
“Somewhere about twenty-eight years pur- | He calculated it at four years purchase, 
chase is what the landlord requires and itis | and he asked the Committee to note 
quite immaterial to him how that is made up. the extraordinary position taken up by 
That was very characteristic of an Irish | the hon. and learned Member for Y ork, 
landlord. Mr. Crosbie went on— | who had spoken, with brutal frankness, 
“If the tenant can give twenty-five years the views of his friends. The hon. and 
purchase and the State three, which is about | | learned Memter’s idea of this Bill was 
what the twelve millions will do, the transac- | that the landlords were to get a bonus 
than er ge Ene. ‘of four years purchase, and because 
No doubt it would go forward, and at a| they were getting that, they were 
very rapid pace. But he did not know | therefore to raise the average price of 
what the subsequent results would be,|the medium holdings in Ireland to 
for the tenant on the one hand and the | twenty-five years purchase. Could such 
State on the other. He entirely agreed | an idea suggest itself to the mind of 
with what was said the preceding | any man outside the landlord class in 
day by the hon. Member for Cork City | Ireland? For twenty years they had 
that they might entirely dismiss| been accepting gladly, cheerfully, and 
from their minds all idea of repudia-| voluntarily an average of eighteen 
tion. He betieved that repudiation | years purchase, and now, when the 
was entirely out of the question in| Government came forward, and in order 
Ireland. But what was not out of the|to promote peace and expedite the 
question was this—that if they embarked | process of sale, offered a bonus of four 
upon any system of purchase which | years purchase, the landlords turned 
might reduce a considerable section of | round and said that the tenants must 
the tenants to genuine poverty, they | plank it up by seven years more, 
might be face to face with the alterna-| merely because the Government were 
tive of either carrying out wholesale clear- | giving the bonus of four years purchase. 
ances and evictions when they knew the | He had sought with alarm and amaze- 
people could not pay, or they might be| ment for some explanation of the 
called on to make reductions in the annui-| extraordinary idea, that there existed 
ties at the cost of the taxpayers. They | the necessity of an enormous increase 
knew what the result in that case would | in the price of Irish estates in order to 
be. Public opinion in this country | induce the landlords to sell. The hon. 
would not support them in making | and learned Member for York said also 
clearances of that kind, and they would | that the number of years purchase had 
then be compelled to make reductions in| nothing to do with the matter. He 
the annuities, and would begin to find | was amazed at that statement, because 
out when too late what the meaning | the hon. and learned Member also said 
was of the significant language of Mr.| that the only thing which concerned 
Talbot Crosbie when he said he did not | the tenant was the amount of the 
care how the money was made up. If| immediate reduction he would obtain, 
there was any idea in the minds of any! no matter how leng he might have to 
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pay. The hon. and learned Member 
also said that, in his opinion, it did 
not matter if there was any squeezing 
up in the number of years purchase, 
because the finances of the Bill had 
been so manipulated as to render the 
system of decadal reductions impossible. 
That was a matter of vital importance 
both for the tenant and the State, 
because, in his opinion, no system could 
ever be devised more calculated to give 
security to the State than the system 
of decadal reductions. That system 
guarded both the tenant and the State 
against future fluctuations in the price 
ot produce, and it gave the tenant 
a substitute for the chances he 


would otherwise have in the Land 
Courts. 
He turned again to the other 


question which the Committee ought 
to ask itself. and insist on being 
satisfied upon, before proceeding to 
decide on this momentous Amendment ; 
and that was, what was the ground upon 
which this claim was built up that an in- 
crease in the price of Irish land was neces- 
sary to carry on the work of sale? He 
enthusiastically agreed with the policy of 
bonus. That was the essence—that was 
what was at the root and foundation 
of this whole concordat. They were not 
getting a shilling of it. It meant that the 
landlords and tenants of Ireland, after 
desolating the country for generations, and 
after, as the Chief Secretary himself said, 
an army costing £1,400,000 a year had 
been perpetually employed in protecting 
the landlords’ interests, they had come 
together and said, in effect, “Would 
it not be better to spend some of 
that money in easing the situation,” 
and the representatives of the Nationalist 
Party had agreed to that. Surely their 
anxiety for peace—it had been charged 
that their anxiety had been to prolong 
this war—was produced bythat. Not one 
penny of bonus would the landlords have 
got without the co-operation of the 
tenants’ representatives. He thought 
they were entitled to claim that they had 
been magnanimous. He thought that 
the people were entitled toclaim something. 
There was a sum of £10,000,000, or as 
they would have liked to have made it, 
£20,000,000, for it is money that must 
be spent in Ireland, and he said they 
were entitled to lay claim to some mag- 
nanimity in connection with it. They 
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made no claim that any part of it should 
be applied to reducing the price of land 
in Ireland as they might have done. He 
accepted the principle laid down by the 
hon. Member for Cork that they were 
willing to close this trouble on the basis 
of the Ashbourne Acts, to give to the land- 
lords the entire benefit of the bonus, 
paying them the same price which they 
had accepted in the open and free market 
for the last twenty years. Was not that 
a great concession on the part of the 
Nationalist Party? Afterall, £12,000,000 
divided amongst a small class was no 
trifle. He made a calculation the other 
day, from which it appeared that in the 
case of Lord De Freyne, who had been in 
conflict with his tenants, if he sold under 
this Act for the same price would get 
a bonus of £40,000 over and above the 
price that the tenants would have given 
him at the same number of years 
purchase under the law as it stood. He 
asked any English landlord, supposing 
these terms were offered to him, would he 
not be content? Would he turn round 
and say that the Government were going 
to give him four years purchase, and that 
therefore they must give him seven more 
than they otherwise would, or he 
would not be content? What was the 
argument upon which this extravagant 
demand had been founded ? 


He turned to the speech the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary delivered 
when he was introducing the Bill of last 
year. In it he made some statements 
which he proposed now to traverse. He 
would base his argument upon his own 
Returns. Speaking of land purchase: 
he said— 


‘Tf you look into these figures more closely 
= will see that they are not so satisfactory. 

ou will see that there has been a diminution, 
I regret to say, during recent years in the 
amount which has been advanced for land 
purchase, In 1899 advances were made of 
£1,900,000, in 1900 £1,800,000, and last year 
£1,280,000. But those figures do not teil the 
whole tale.” 


And he went on— 

“Taking the last four years. The numbers of 
tenants who applied were 8,000, 6,000, 5,000, 
and last year only 3,000.” 


That, he presumed, alluded to the year 
ending 31st March, 1901. That was last 
year— 


“*T call that an alarming decrease. What are: 


the reasons for that ?” 
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And he went on to give several reasons, | 
but he never alluded to the cost of the | 
tenant having to go to law. He gave) 
reasons which were sound and he gave | 


several which were unsound, and not. 
based upon facts. One was the fall in| 


the price of land stock, and another was 


that the land sold belonged to landowners | 
who had other sources of income, and, in | 
the third place to landlords who had been | 


forced to sell because they were 
embarrassed and their creditors urged 
them to that course. He would show that 
it was an entirely unsound argument. 
The landlords who sold represented in the 


fullest degree the whole body of landlords. | 


They were told that the bankrupt 
stock was sold out and that they 
had now to deal with solvent land- 
lords, who could sell or not as they 
thought fit. 


long to do so) the figures dealing with 
this subject. He would take some of 
them, however. 
list of owners of bankrupt stock was 
the Duke of Abercorn. Was heof the class 
of ‘* scallywags” who had been referred 
to by the hon. Member opposite. Then 
there was the Marquess of Londonderry, 
Lord Bath, The O’Connor Don (a pretty 
shrewd landlord, who knew his own 
interest well), and Lord Dillon. What 
class did the latter belong to? Was he 
aman of such superabundant wealth 
that he was not in this class. He cer- 


tainly was not as indifferent to the pos- | 


session of property as some of them 
were said to be. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 


LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The | 


hon. Member is impeaching the accuracy 
of what I said. 
must be divided into certain classes, Lord 
Bath, Lord Londonderry, and Lord 
Dillon all had other interests and other 
resources. 


Mr. DILLON said he was speaking 
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He wished he could read out | 
to the Committee (but it would take too | 


The first name in the | 


I said the landlords | 
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ceptional men in some respects. He 
denied that. He said that if he went 
through the list the hon. Gentleman 
would find that they were a very fair 
sample of the Irish landlords, and that 
they sold because they thought that the 
terms they were getting were a fair and 
full price, and that for one reason or the 
other they would rather have the money 
than the land. Therefore he main- 
tained that that argument was an 
absolutely absurd argument, and 
_had no foundation whatever in fact. 
Now he came to the statement 
that he based a good deal of his case 
upon—the figures as to the applica- 
tions. Let him direct attention to 
what he considered to be the extremely 
remarkable figures in this respect. He 
said that the number of applications for 
loans were 8,000, 6,000, 5,000, and only 
3,000 in the year ending the 31st March, 
/1901. He did not know how the right 
hon. Gentleman made ont those 
figures, because on examining the 
last Return, he came te a totally different 
conclusion. According to that Return 
the number of applications for loans in the 
year ending 31st March, 1901, was 4,946, 
not 3,000 as the Chief Secretary said. But 
that did not coverthe question, because the 
right hon. Gentleman forgot apparently 
that since the Act of 1896 applications 
for loans had been divided into three 
heads. They had now in this table 
applications for loans in the ordinary 
course, applications under Section 40, and 
applications for loans in the case of estates 
purchased by the Congested Districts 
Board and resold to the tenants. When 
-he turned to the second, those under 
Section 40, he found 1,210, and he 
found that the total, according to his 
calculation, was not 3,000 as the Chief 
Secretary said, but 6,157. The amount in 
| that year applied for (ending 31st March, 
| 1901) was £1,646,000 odd. Now he came 
|to the next year, 1902. In the Return 
| recently issued the number of applications 
| for loans was given at 3,430, but in the Re- 
| port of the Land Commission, from which 


about the fact that the Chief Secretary presumably these Returns were compiled, 
had improved upon his own argument | under No. 1 they were 4,051, not 3,430. 


as to the bankrupt stock. He had now | 
stated the case in much more moderate 


| That was to say, under Section 40 there 


_ were 1,100 applications, and in the case of 





terms. But he referred to the right | the Congested Districts Board, 620—in all, 
hon. Gentleman who endeavoured to 2220 applications for loans instead of the 
induce the House of Commons to believe | 3,000 which the Chief Secretary men- 
that the landlords who sold were ex-| tioned ; and the amount applied for was 
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£1,389,000 as contrasted with £1,600,009 | average price for the whole of that period 
in the previous year. But everybody who | was 17°6 years purchase. The average 
had followed the course of land purchase in | for the year ending 31st March, 1902, 
Ireland knew that there were two things| was 17°9. That was the last vear for 
which were operating to reduce the! which they had complete figures, and in 
rapidity of land purchase. First of all | dealing with that average they 
there was the fall in land stock, which | should remember that was calculated 
had been enormous ; and secondly, they |on depreciated land stock. He had 
had the promise of the new Land ‘Bill. ‘calculated what that figure meant. 


The marvel to him, knowing the talk | Kiehteen years purchase in land stock 


going on in Ireland, where everyone was | 
waiting for the new Bill—the wonder was | 
the great extent to whichland purchase had | 
operated. That was of vital importance, 
and, without accusing the right hon. 
Gentleman of any discourtesy, he did not | 
think the Chief Secretary had treated the | 
Committee quite fairly in the matter. | 
He had left them under a misconception. | 
He would compare the figures of land 

purchase for the two years 190i and 

1902 with the two years 1894 and 1895. 

In 1894-95 land stock stood at 103, and | 
therefore there was every inducement 
from that point of view for the landlord 
to sell. For the last two years it had 
been standing at about 92. In 1894, with 
land stock at 98, the number of appliza- 
tions was 2,299, and the amount applied 
for £760,000. In 1895, with land stock | 
at 103, the number of loans applied for | 
was 1,923, and the amount of money 
applied for was £566,000, as against | 
6,000 applied for in 1901, and 5,000 odd | 
applied for in }902 ; and even in the nine 

months ending December 31st last, there | 
wasapplied for something like 3,000 loans, | 
representing a sum of nearly £1,000,000 
sterling as compared with the figures 
he had read out. Even on the very eve 
of this Land Bill, with land stock down 
to 92, land purchase was going on at a 
much greater pace than it was in 1894 
and 1895 with land stock at 103. That 
was a very extraordinary state of things, 
and it was worth considering when they | 
came to estimate the importance and 
necessity for the great increase in the price 
of land and theacceleration of land purchase. 


What was the price of land? That | 


} 
| 


| 
{ 








at its present figure was equal to about 
sixteen and a half years in cash, and 
equal to about fourteen and a half or 
fifteen in land stock at the figure it 
stood six yearsago. Those figures ought 
to be seriously considered by the House 
before they decided the Amendment. 
They had, in addition, a record at the 
end of the Government Return of the 
average price of holdings extending over 
all those years, and really that average 
was so remarkable that he must direc 


| the attention of the House to it. These 


were the average prices for land in 
Ireland year by year since 1885. He 
would not give all the vears; it was 


'enough to say that they varied from 
| sixteen years to eighteen years purchase, 


and in no year from 1885 down to the 
last year of which there was record had 


| the average price of land risen to above 


eighteen years purchase. When they 
looked at the table giving the highest 
and lowest average in counties and ‘in 
each year, they found that in 1886 the 
highest was 23°6, and the lowest 13:8. 
In 1887 the highest was 20°6, and the 
lowest 11°5. In 1888 the highest was 
19°7, and the lowest 12-4. In 1889 the 
highest was 19°7, and the lowest 13:2. 


| In 1890 it varied from 19°8 to 13°2. In 


1893 the highest was 20 and the lowest 
10-7. These were average prices, it 
should be remembered, and during the 
three years ending 3lst March, 1894, it 
varied from 20°4 to 12°5. Another year 
the highest was 20°3 and the lowest 11. 
In 1895 the highest was 21:2 and the 
lowest 6°6. In face of those figures, from 


wag a matter which was vital for them to | @ Return specially provided, they were 
consider, and they had most ample | asked to pass a law that no landlord 
information on this question of the should be asked to sell his estate for less 
actual price of land. First he would | than eighteen years purchase of first- 
take the table showing the average price | term rents. He could nave made his 
of 40,000 holdings sold under the Land | ¢ase stronger by showing that some of 
Acts of 1891 and 1896 up to the 3ist | those cases must have been second-term 
March, 1902, and in respect of which | rents; but in the Government Return 
£9,600,000 had been advanced; and the | there was no distinction made between 
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first and second-term rents. With those | regards most of the figures he had given, 
figures behind them and with the factthat they were based on first-term rents. No 
the cash price of Irish land, taken on | doubt as they came to the later years 
the average for the last years they had | the Returns were to a certain extent 
a record of, was sixteen and a half! modified by the inclusion of second- 
years purchase in a fair, open market, | term rents, and if he pointed out that 


and that at that price large transactions |a good many of the later cases were 
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were going on, they were asked to pass 
alaw that no landlord was to be allowed 
to sell at less than eighteen years pur- 
chase. 


Sm JOHN GOLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth) asked if the hon. Member would 
state what was the nature of the rents 
and the basis on which these years 
purchase was calculated. 


Mr. DILLON said he thought the 
hon. and gallant Member was familiar 
with the Return. The Report gave the 
number of years purchase, but not the 
basis of rent. He had often called atten- 
tion to that point. There was no dis- 
tinction between first and second-term 
rents; but they were entitled to assume 
that the vast majority were first-term 
rents. 


Mr. WYNDHAMssaid that the Return 
included all kinds of holdings, including 
fee farms. 


Mr. DILLON said that was a very 
thin argument and of course it raised 
the price enormously. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he did not 
wish to argue with the hon. Member, 
but as his hon. and gallant friend asked 
that the Committee should be in pos- 
sesssion of the facts he thought he was 
at liberty to point out that every kind 
of farm was included. 


Mr. DILLON said that that was 
quite so. That, however, enormously 
strengthened his case. He was putting 
it very mildly and fairly. He might 


have argued that a great many of these | 


were second-term rents ; but he took it 
they were mainly first-term rents. The 
right hon. Gentleman might talk about 
free-farm rents, and those were cases of 
perhaps thirty or forty years purchase. 
Asa matter of fact, if they looked into 
these Returns they would be only a 
decimal wrong if they assumed that, as 


'second-term rents, that would add 
enormously to the strength of his case. 
There were only two other tables that 
'he would allude to, and he aliuded to 
them because they were unique and 
| peculiar. They give a quite unique class 
|of information as to the value of Irish 
‘land; and why was that so? Because 
they were tables of sales conducted by 
the Land Oommission itself. The first 
| of the tables was a Return showing the 
/number of loans issued under Section 
/40 of the Act of 1896. Hon. Members 
would recollect that Section 40 was a 
/compulsory section, and that the pro- 
| cedure wasthis: The land Judge referred 
| the estate to be sold to the Land Com- 
/mission, whose duty it was to go to the 
farm and report to him what they 
considered a fair price for the holding. 
In those cases they got the only occasion 
in which the Government determined 
|the value of the holding. They knew 
that in many of those cases the land 
| Judge had raised the price fixed by the 
|Land Commission. He was convinced 
that in most instances in making these 
_ valuations theycompelledthe unfortunate 
tenants to purchase and pay for a 
large ‘share of their own improvements 
|on the land. What was the result of 
the valuation of a Government Com- 
| missioner and Government Department ? 
The result was 17-9 years purchase of 
the whole of the holdings, numbering 
| about 3,000. What better evidence could 
'the Committee have of the opinion of 
| the Government as to the proper valua- 
tion of the land? Andthose prices have 


_ been accepted with small cash additions 


| by a land Judge in Ireland, who was not 
| distinguished by any desire to give the 
|tenants their holdings cheap. There 
|could be no better guide to the opinion 
‘of the Government as to the proper 
_ valuation of land than the prices which 
| had been accepted by the Land Court of 

Ireland, which certainly had no desire 

to cheapen the holdings. He could 
| quote another case which came before 
| Judge Ross, who had accepted seventeen 
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and a-half years purchase as theaverage | idea that the value of the land ever rose 


price of land which had passed through | to twenty-two years purchase. 
In the month of March, an | been assumed by many speakers to be a 


his hands. 


It had 


estate came before Judge Ross where | fair and reasonable thing to say that, 


the landlord, the tenant, and the mort- | 


gagee were in agreement to sell a number 
of second-term rents. 
Judge preached a sermon on the matter, 


The learned | 


and said he never would, so long as he | 


was on the bench, allow second term 


rents to be sold at less than twenty | 


years purchase. 
nation in Ireland at the judgment; but 


There was just indig- | 


the learned Judge was far behind the | 


House of Commons and the hon. and 
learned Member for York, whose lowest 
price was twenty-five years purchase. 
When Judge Ross was refusing seventeen 
and a-half years purchase for second- 
term rents, it must be remembered 
there was no bonus. If it had been 
shown to him that the landlord would, 
on that price, get an additional four 
years out of a bonus, he would have 
consented to the sale without the 
slightest hesitation, Judge Ross fixed 
as the highest limit twenty years pur- 
chase, without a bonus. They were 
now asked to fix it at twenty-two years 
with a bonus. He waited with the 
greatest curiosity to hear what defence 


because a man paid fourteen or fifteen 
years purchase for a first-term judicial 
rent in 1892, he should now on the top 
of that pay a larger number of years 
purchase on his second-term judicial rent. 
What was the good of going to the Land 
Court and getting rents reduced if the 
Government were going to take away 
with one hand what they gave with the 
other. It was a monstrous proposition. 
If they stood on bare and naked justice 
the second-term rents were entitled to 
be taken on the basis and price of the 
first-term rents ten years ago. The poor 
wretch who had continued to pay rent 


‘all this time and obtained a second-term 


reduction was now to be told he was to 


' be robbed of that because he was to be 


treated differently to what he would 
have been as a first-term tenant ten 
years ago. So far as he was concerned he 
honestly desired peace and he did not 
desire to stand on the principles of ex- 
treme justice in this matter provided 
the tenants got reasonable justice. He 


‘earnestly desired peace and fully ac- 


the Government made to any such | 
| Cork, that this Bill could be made a 


suggestion. 


to hear that, according to the most 
recent Return, the average price of all 
the holdings sold in Armagh was 


fourteen years purchase. This was not | 


in Mayo, or in the wild regions, but 


right in the heart of loyal Armagh. In a | 


t useful Ret yhich blished | 
rag agente dpe eating tyes ity oemed, wiry ‘hon. Member for York. The Nationalist 


in the early days of the 1891 Act, but, 
unfortunately, not continued, 
was a classification of all the holdings 
sold, and a reference to that would 
show that not one of them was sold 
at a higher price than 


there | 


cepted the position laid down on the 
previous day by the hon. Member for 


Would the hon. and gallant Mem- great measure of peace and prosperity 


ber for North A h b ised | 
it ais jan (ee people, if the Government would 


to Ireland, bringing untold } blessings 


accept the Ashbourne prices. Those 
prices the people would be willing to 
give. But he took note of the fact that 
the first note of discontent and bitter- 
ness which had been introduced into 
this debate had been introduced by the 


Party had shown a genuine desire to 


'make this a lasting peace, and through- 


seventeen | 


years purchase, and it would be seen) 


from that Return that as the size of the 
holding increased the price, as a rule, 
decreased. It was absolutely fallacious 
to say that this Amendment only 
affected the poorest holdings in Ireland. 
The Nationalist Party were not con- 
cerned only with the poor holdings, they 


out the debate no word of bitterness 
had come from them. He trusted that 
the discordant note struck Ly the hon. 
Member for York would not be followed, 
and that the tone and reasoning that 
had characterised the debate would be 
continued. If the Government ap- 
proached this and other Amendments 
moved from the Irish benches with the 
earnest desire to meet the almost 


unanimous wish of the Irish representa- 


were concerned with all classes of hold- | tives, then, he believed, when this Bill 
ings, and they entirely repudiated the | passed into an Act it would open a 


Mr. Dillon. 
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better and happier chapter in the history 
of Ireland. 


CoLonEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 


N.) said that as far as he understood 


from his speech, the hon. Member for 
East Mayo was absolutely opposed to 


this Bill and the settlement arrived at) 


the Land Conference. 
Mr. DILLON asked the right hon. 


and gallant Gentleman to quote a 
passage from his speech bearing out that 
statement. 


CoLtonEL SAUNDERSON said the 
hon. Member seemed to forget that there 
were only two ways of settling the Irish 
land question—compulsion and induce- 
ment. Compulsion was a very simple 
matter. The landlords would be given 
two or three years purchase and be 
turned out. Compulsion was the 
nostrum of the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone, who had declared that if they 
had Home Rule the Irish people would 
make short work of the Irish landlords. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8S.) 
said he had no settled convictions on 
that point. 


CoLONEL SAUNDERSON did not 
believe the House of Commons would 
ever adopt a compulsory Bill. The 
present measure was an attempt to 
induce land!ord and tenant to agree. 
The mistake of the hon. Member for 
East Mayo was that he went too much 
into detail as to the prices recently given 
for land. Sales in Ireland had com- 
pletely ceased, and this Bill was a great 
sales Bill to enable the sales to begin 
again, and to finish, as far as the House 
of Commons could, the Irish land ques- 
tion. He did not for a moment say that 
when this Bill was passed the Irish ques- 
tion would cease to exist. As long as 
there were Irishmen there would be an 
Irish question. But he believed the 
Irish question would be settled. Hon. 
Members on the other side held that the 
passage of this Bill would further the 
other political end in which they were 
interested. He believed exactly the 
opposite. If he thought it would 
further Home Rule, he would oppose 
the Bill with all his power. But he 


{16 JUNE 1903} 





Land Bill. 1078 
believed that if the land question was 


_settled—as he thought it would be if the 


Bill were passed more or less in its 
present shape, the vast majority of the 
Irish people being thereby enabled to 
become the owners of the soil they tilled, 
and the landlords to live in their native 
land—there would be taken away for 
ever from the hand of the political 
agitator in Ireland the lever which he 
always employed to further his political 


ends. The proposed limits were vital to 
the settlement. It was necessary that 
the transactions should be carried 


through as quickly and as efficiently as 
possible, and by a fixing of these limits 
the long, tiresome, and costly examina- 
tions by the Land Commission, which 
were the great difficulty in land pur- 
chase, would be done away with. Once 
landlord and tenant had fulfilled the law 
as laid down in this Bill, the tenant would 
have nothing more to say to the landlord 
for ever. It was absolutely essential that 
all the inspection and so forth, which 
involved incredible delay and kept the 
tenant out of his holding for an indefinite 
time, should be got rid of. The question 
was not what land sold for in Armagh, 
but what the landlords would take. 
Substantially they accepted the result of 
the deliberations of the Dunraven Con- 
ference. After his speech of yesterday, 
he would like to know whether the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone had gone back 
on the paper he signed at the Conference. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that if the 
Report of the Land Conference were 
embodied in a Bill, he would not only 
accept it but fight for it. 


CoLtonEL SAUNDERSON said that 
made it all the more difficult to under- 
stand the hon. Member's speech of 
yesterday. Under the arrangement of 
the Land Conference a landlord with 
£100 a year was to be paid such a sum 
of money as, if invested at 3} per cent., 
would bring in £90 a year, £10 “| 
knocked off his income for collection an 
other expenses. At the Conference the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone agreed to 
give the landlord £2,800 for his £100 a 
year ; yesterday he was willing to give 
only eighteen years purchase, or £1,800. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I never said 
anything of the kind. 
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CotonEL SAUNDERSON said he 
understood the hon. Member to express 
his willingness to give the landlord 
eighteen years purchase; consequently, 
he concluded he had changed his mind 
since signing the Conference Report. 
The hon. Member for South Tyrone 
yesterday took a very peculiar line. One 
might have imagined that at one time he 
was attacking the landlords for the way | 
they were treating the tenants, and at 
another time using eloquent words draw- 
ing attention to the miserable state of 
the small tenants in Ireland. But the 
hon. Member arrived at the climax of his 
eloquence whilst defending the prospec- 
tive dangers of the British taxpayer, and 
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those limits intact. The hon. Member 
for South Tyrone talked of agricultural 
slums. He did not know exactly what 
He did not think an 
Irish tenant who lived upon a _ holding 
under £4 valuation would like to be 
called a slum dweller. In Ireland there 
were 134,182 persons living upon holdings 
of £4 and under, and this class would get 
very little assistance from this Bill. He 
did not think a reduction ef 15 per cent. 
would affect them very much, but they 


must not forget that these men had the 


the pocket of poor innocent John Bull. | 


The hon. Member’s tender desire to look 
after the purse-strings of the British 
taxpayer was quite new to him. If the 


hon. Member would not give the Irish | 


landlord £2,800 for his £100 a year, and 
would only give him £1,800, he forgot 
that the additional £1,000 would have to 


come out of the pocket of John Bull. | 


The line taken by the hon. Member was 


Bill. He had spoken in tragic terms of 
the difficulties the British taxpayer would 


prospect of calling these small holdings 
their own. He asked how many working 
men there were in London, Manchester, or 
Leeds, or in any of their great towns, who 
would not be delighted to have a house 
and two or three acres of land for one 
shilling a week. [NATIONALIST groans and 
ironical cheers.| Hon. Members opposite 
need not groan at that statement. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.) said that General Gordon once stated 
that he would give £1,000 to any man 


: , 18 | who would live on one of those estates 
destructive of the very foundation of this | 


have to confront, but it was very strange | 
to him that this anxiety with regard to | 


the future of the British taxpayer should 


come, not from a Radical, but from a/| 


Member sitting on the Ministerial side of 
the House. There never was an instance | 
in the whole history of Parliament of a_ 
Land Bill being brought in that had such | 
universal consent, not only from the Con- | 
servatives, but also from the Radicals and 


the Nationalist Members of the House. | 


The argument of the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone was met, not by an Irish 


landlord, but by an English Radical, who | 


pointed out that, after visiting his con- 
stituency, he found that they were entirely 
in favour of this Bill, and in favour of 


treating the whole question in a generous | 


spirit. That was a state of feeling hitherto 
unknown in the House of Commons with 
regard to an Irish Land Bill. The limits 


for a week. 


CoLonEL SAUNDERSON said he 
would do it willingly. Any ordinary 
working man would look upon it as a 
great boon to have a house under those 
conditions. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: A hovel and 


nothing to eat. 


CoLoNEL SAUNDERSON said that 
even an Irishman must have something to 
eat. Upon this subject the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone had been carried away 
by his own eloquence. He appealed to 
English common sense to judge whether, 
after all, the life of an Irishman who lived 
in a slum was altogether an unhappy one. 
This Bill dealt with those people and held 
out to them the prospect that ultimately 
they and those who came after them, 
would inherit those holdings. This Bill 


of the Bill were most important, and he! gave the Irish people the prospect that 
hoped that the Government would stick | for all time to come they would have a 
to them. Those limits circumscribed the | 8tp_of the land on which they and their 


region for bargain. If they had no limit | 
it would be hard to get a bargain | 
closed. The Bill laid down limits within 
which a bargain could take place, and he 


hoped the Government would maintain 


forefathers had lived. Hon. Members 
opposite should remember that there were 
two parties to the contract. They must 
give fair terms to induce the landlord to: 
sell, and fair terms to the tenant to in- 
duce him to buy. It had been said that 
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the landlords were sticking out for a high 
price, and the hon. Members for Cork and 
East Mayo seemed to have discovered a 
new way of dealing with this question, 
and it was to reduce the second-term rent 
by 15 per cent. If this Bill passed the 
majority of Irish tenants would pay 15 
per cent. less rent than they were now 
paying under the second-term rent. He 
supported this Bill as far as he could, 
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if such a reserve price was put on the 
horse as to make it impossible to buy. 
There were really two considerations 
present to the mind of the Committee. 
One was the interest of the British tax- 
payer, and the other was the earnest hope 
and desire to see the Bill passed in a form 
in which it would work in Ireland. He 
thought that everyone on the Opposition 
side who supported the Second Reading 





because he believed it would remove | made a considerable point of saying that, 
many of the difficulties which prevented | while they wished the Bill to go to a 
tenants from buying. He agreed that | Second Reading, there were some points 
there were some things in this Bill | in Committee to which they attached the 
which would interfere with the action | greatest importance, and unless they were 
of tenants who might desire to purchase. | well handled they might affect their 
In order to carry out this policy they | whole attitude to the Bill; and this was 
must give fair terms to the landlord to | the salient point which stood out in their 





induce him to sell, and fair terms to the 
tenant to induce him to buy. 
support the Bill. If the main details of 
the Bill were carried out, as he hoped they 
would, the House would do more to settle 
the Irish question forall time than anything 


which had been attempted in past 
generations, 


Sir EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) said he rose to make an 
appeal to the Chief Secretary not to 
hurry his reply. He suggested that the 
right hon. Gentleman should weigh very 
carefully the considerations and the 
powerful arguments which had been used 
in favour of the Amendment. He 
sympathised with the appeal of the right 
hon. and gallant Member for North 
Armagh that if the Bill was to work in 
Ireland a fair price must be offered to 
the landlords. There was nothing in the 
Amendment to prevent the tenants from 
offering a fair price, and he failed to see 
anything in the arguments to show that 
if the Amendment were accepted the 
working of the Bill would be imperilled 
in Ireland. If the Amendment had been 
to turn the minimum price into the 
maximum price allowed, then the argu- 
ments of the right hon. Member would 
have been very apposite ; but that was 
not the Amendment before the Committee. 
The Amendment was to leave the 
maximum and to remove the minimum 
price. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for North Armagh had referred 
by way of illustration to a man who had 
a horse to sell, but in that case there 
was great danger that the seller and 
buyer would not come to a bargain at all 


He should | 


| minds. 


The right hon. Member for Mon- 
|trose Burghs had selected this point 
in his speech on the Second Reading as 
|one to which the greatest importance 
| should be attached. He founded himself 
/on the opinions expressed by the right 
|hon. Gentleman and many others. He 
| would deal with the question of the 
|interest of the British taxpayer first. 
There was no doubt that, great as the 
| majority was for the Second Reading, a 
| considerable amount of apprehension was 
| expressed among Members as to the fear 
| that the taxpayer might be landed with 
a bad bargain in the transaction, What 
they wanted to be able to say to the 
British taxpayer was that they had taken 
every possible precaution to guarantee 
| that a fair bargain had been made for 
him. What was a fair bargain? It was 
a bargain made between a willing seller 
and a willing buyer, and if the Govern- 
ment maintained this minimum limit 
price in the Bill there were one or two 
risks. One was that the Bill might not 
work in Ireland, and the other was that 
the land hunger which existed in Lreland, 
and which had so often got them into 
trouble, was such as to drive people who 
were anxious to be buyers into bad 
bargains. These people would be re- 
stricted by the Bill to the knowledge 
that unless a certain minimum price was 
offered they could not buy at all, or they 
must enter into bargains which they were 
unable or unwilling to meet. If the hard 
and fast limit of the Bill was retained 
they would run the risk of a bad bargain 
being made; and with this minimum 
limit of price how were hon, Members 
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in a position to defend their case to 
the British taxpayer, whom they had 
guaranteed against a bad bargain? They 
could not guarantee the Bill against un- 
popularity with the British taxpayer, 
and their defence must be that the tax- 
payer was running the least possible risk. 
But as long as the minimum limit re- 
mained in the Bill they could not before 
the constituencies meet the objection that 
they had possibly exposed the taxpayer 
to undue risk; and from that point of 
view so much importance was attached 
to the Amendment that he conceived it 
possible that those who supported the 
Second Reading might, if the Amend- 
ment was not accepted, and if this re- 
striction remained rigid in the Bill, have 
to reconsider their attitude. 

The point to which he attached as 
much importance was the good work- 


ing of the Bill in Ireland. Why was} 


the Bill supported almost universally 4 
He believed that the real support 
behind the Bill arose from the im- 
pression made by the Land Conference 
in Ireland and by the speech of the 
Chief Secretary appealing to the House 
to take advantage of this occasion 
and opportunity. Accepting the view 
that there was now a great oppor- 
tunity, the Opposition declined to be 
responsible in any way for spoiling it. 
They wished to see that opportunity 
taken advantage of. Now the question 
was—Are the Government going to 
spoil the opportunity? What objection 
could there be to the removal of the 
minimum price ? There was one only. 
It was that there might be a danger of 
widespread combination in Ireland among 
the tenants to force down prices—in 
other words, not to bargain, but to extort 
sale. He did not believe that would 
be the case. There were two motives 
lying behind the Bill. First of all, both 
classes in Ireland were sick of the land 
struggle ; and, secondly,there was before 
both classes the hope of coming 
prosperity and of better things, and they 
were reluctant to see that hope spoiled 
by continuing the struggle. If that was 
the spirit in Ireland, there was no 
danger of the Bill being defeated by a 
combination of this kind, because such a 
combination would defeat the working 
of it. A combination not to bargain but 
to extort, in order to force prices down 
would defeat the operation of the 


Sir Edward Grey. 
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measure, and instead of the smoot. 
working of the Bill there would occur 
the old land struggle in Ireland over 
again. A much greater danger was that 
this measure might pass as a timid, 
halting, incomplete measure. The House 
could not get free from this land question 
unless they settled it. Over and over 
again settlements had failed for want of 
sympathy or want of knowledge, or want 
of courage. Here again was a great 
chance. If the Bill was accepted in 
Ireland, then he thought that was a 
defence which he would urge with con- 
fidence on any British elector for any- 
thing in the Bill which might be un- 
popular. But the debate showed that 
the acceptance of the Bill in Ireland 
was imperilled if the Amendment was 
rejected. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for Berwick, 
who on two previous occasions, if not 
three, had intervened in the discussion 
on the Irish Land Bill, had that day, as 
on each of these occasions, made a most 
impressive speech. He had made a 
speech which appealed to all who were 
not less eagerly than himself interested 
in Ireland, and who saw some chance of 
making some advance towards a solution 
of the Irish question. The right hon. 
Baronet prefaced his speech by an appeal 
to himself. As arule when a debate in 
Committee on a single Amendment had 
proceeded over one day and part of 
another, the appeal made to the Govern- 
ment was generally to declare finally and 
definitely their policy on the point at 
issue. But so seized was the right 
hon. Baronet with the gravity of this 
occasion that his appeal was of a different 
character, and he asked him not to hurry 
the reply of the Government, but to 
weigh well all the arguments adduced in 
this debate. That being so, it was not 
to be understood that he rose with the 
object of asking the Committee to come 
to an immediate decision, or in order to 
create the impression that the debate 
was over. For all that he made no com- 
plaint, it would be foolish to make any com- 
plaint either of the number of the speeches 
ortheir length. He hoped that the succeed- 
ing speeches would show the same temper 
and spirit in which, without a single ex- 
ception, they had been delivered. It 
would be his hope not to form the single 
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exception that had hitherto occurred in 
so satisfactory a state of affairs. But he 
had to go, in some detail, into the ques- 
tion which the right hon. Baronet had 
himself described as intricate. He spoke, 
not as the exponent of any one Party, 
but for the Government, who wished to 


find a fair solution—a compromise which | 


would be fair to all the parties interested 
in this great question. The majority for 
the Second Reading of the Bill was a 
large, almost an unprecedented majority. 
He agreed with the right hon. Baronet 
in his assumption that that support was 
given because all who sat in the House 
hoped that this Bill would crown the 
expectations raised at the Land Confer- 
ence. He hoped that their action would 
not injure but increase the happy effect 
of that Land Conference. The danger 
was that in this Bill they might fail in 
that attempt ; that they might disappoint 
both one or the other of the parties. 
The fact must be kept in mind that two 
great interests were represented at that 
Conference, but it must also be kept in 
mind that the British taxpayer was not 
represented; and they must keep in 
mind that they ought not to minimise 
the fact that the great corporate bodies, 
which had enormous sums invested in 
mortgages on Irish land, were likewise 
not represented at the Conference. He 
did not think that any hon. Member 
would take exception to that brief de- 
scription of the difficult position in which 
they were placed in arriving at a 
happy conclusion on so complicated a 
matter. 


Might he ask the Committee to 
go back for a moment and to go over 
the ground carefully and somewhat 
slowly. What was the position? They 
found that there was a universal desire 
in Ireland that a peasant proprietary 
should be created, that dual ownership 
should be abolished, that those who 
occupied the soil should own the soil. 
And they found that the many earnest 
efforts which had been made in that 
direction showed a decided tendency to 
have the very opposite effect. He must 
respond to the challenge addressed to 
him by the hon. Member for East Mayo. 
That hon. Gentleman went back to the 
debate of last year and impeached certain 
figures which he had laid before the 
House on that occasion. He was then 
concerned to show, as a justification for 
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| coming to the House of Commons and to 
‘the representatives of the British con- 
stituencies, that a policy, which sought 
_to produce many good effects, was ceasing 
| to produce these good effects. The hon. 
|Member for East Mayo then directly 
| challenged the figures which he gave, and 
he used the word “application.” He was 
careful last year to point out that true 
test which was to be found in the 
originating notices. The figures which 
he gave last year and which the hon. 
|Gentleman impeached were perfectly 
accurate. Then the hon. Gentleman went 
on to say that he did not find in that 
Return any confirmation of his argument. 
But from the Return of the last four years 
it would be found that the numbers were 
6,300, 4,900, 3,400 and 2,300. 





Mr. DILLON said that the right 
hon. Gentleman was leaving out altogether 
the 40th Section cases and the Congested 
Districts Board cases. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he would 
remind the hon. Member that if he had 
given a closer study to his speech the 
hon. Member would have found that the 
purchases had not shown a decline 
under the 40th Section cases or in the 
Congested Districts Board cases, because 
by these cases whole estates could be 
bought. He had founded his argument 
on the fact that any diminution in the 
ordinary purchase classes found no 
counterpart at all in the operations of the 
Congested Districts Board ; and if he had 
gone further this year he could have 
brought the figures up to date, making 
the number of originating notices—the 
first movement towards purchase—from 
April to December last year 1,504, or 
only 2,005 if the average were taken, and 
from 1898 to 1899, 7,719. He thought 
he was bound to give that reply to the 
argument of the hon. Member. The 
figures of last year might have suffered 
some diminution under the shadow of 
some anticipated legislation this year ; 
but the purchases under existing Acts 
were declining in Ireland. It was 
indubitable that the purchases were any- 
thing but increasing. It was indubitable 
that the landlords were prepared to sell if 
| couse reasonable arrangement could be 
arrived at. And that was the justifica- 
‘tion for this Bill. Now, if that were so, 
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some attempt at a settlement was incum- 
bent upon the Government. They had 
taken one form of settlement largely 
because they had gone as nearly as they 
could, with the resources at their disposal, 
to the form of settlement recommended 
by the Conference. But when this ques- 
tion of price was used for all that it was 
worth—viz., the number of years purchase 
which the tenants gave, he would remind 
the hon. Member that they could have 
had a solution perhaps not acceptable to 
Ireland, but still a solution, which would 
have absolved this Assembly from the 
charge of neglecting the matter altogether. 
They might have said that if the tenant 
would pay so much less than the second- 
term rents, the State undertook the 
responsibility of paying off the remainder, 
but that would not have been acceptable in 
Ireland, although it would still have been 
a perfectly possible manner of settling the 
question. They might have said to the 
tenantry of Ireland, ““ We give you what 
you desire, the magic of ownership and 
freedom from any litigation in the future ; 
and we give that to you at a yearly sum 
which will enable you to survey the 
future with equanimity.” There were 
very few countries in the world, 
with the exception of the United 
States, which could have ever attempted 
a solution on these lines. It was not 
many days ago that a distinguished 
diplomatist said to him—- 


“Tt is only in England that you could come 
forward with an offer of £100,000,000 on credit, 
and a bonus of £12,000,000 in addition to buy 
out the landlords. Elsewhere the thing would 
have had to be financed on other lines ; pro- 
bably you would have had to lay a fixed rent 
charge on all the holdings.” 


Therefore, the Government had done 
their best in this matter to finance the 
situation in order to arrive at a result 
which, according to the right hon. : 
Baronet, and almost every speaker, must 
be achieved—viz., a settlement which 
would be satisfactory to the landlords 
and tenants in Ireland. 


When hon. Members spoke of the 
Ashbourne compromise, and _ wished | 
to discuss this question on terms, he | 
did not think that was the most con- | 
venient manner—to put it no higher | 
than that. In the first place, the ae 


Member for East Mayo had admitted 
that they had only averages to go on 
—only the averages of the counties to 

Mr. Wyndham. | 
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go on, but these averages went through 
every kind of rent which existed in 
Ireland, and that was not a_ satis- 
factory basis. The sound basis, he 
thought, was to consider, in respect to 
the landlords, what income they must 
enjoy in the future if they were ex- 
pected to sell, and to consider, in respect 
to the tenants, what price per annum 
they could pay without any risk to them- 
selves, and therefore without risk to the 
State, in order to own their land and be 
free from litigation in the future. He 
might not have taken a happy point of 
departure, but hon. Members would 
admit that he had made an honest en- 
deavour, and that was the point of 
departure which the Government took. 
It was also the point of departure which 
the Land Conference took. He was not 
going to use the Land Conference as a 
dialectic weapon. It was a most im- 
portant event. It represented an aspira- 
tion—an aspiration, however, which could 
not become concrete unless the Govern- 
ment gave effect to it. But he thought 
the hon. and learned Member pressed the 
counter-argument too far when he said 
that if the Government had sanctioned 
everything recommended in the Con- 
ference, there would have been no further 
difficulty. He admitted that they had 
not given to the tenants of Ireland 
decadal reductions, but, short of that, 
they had given the tenants everything 
recommended by the Land Conference. 
On the other hand, they had given to 
the Land Board the possibility of enabling 
the landlords to get far more than the 
Conference Report thought they should 
receive if they were to be expected to sell 
wholesale without important exceptions. 


Under this Bill the immediate effect to 
the landlord was the loss of income, and 
the immediate effect to the tenant was an 
The landlord got less, and the 
tenant had to pay less. He must ask 
the Committee to bear in mind that the 
terms under which money was lent for 
the purpose of this Bill were of such a 
character that the tenant could pay a 
higher sum to his landlord, and, at the 


| same time, have to pay a lesssumeach year. 


There was a danger, however, in this 
matter that they might tempt the 
tenants to make improvident bargains. 
Many tenants in Ireland had told him 
that they would pay their second-term 
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rent as long as was demanded (if they ; was a very important matter to the 
could own the land) without any diminu- | landlord’s creditors—the corporate body 
tion at all. He had taken precautions who held mortgages on the estate. The 
against any such bargains being made in | first object of the Bill was to hasten the 
the Bill. Under the Ashbourne Act, in | operation of purchase. The hon. Member 
— * pot ne —. for - | for _. ve had — ee — 
estate o rental, the tenant would great delay was not involved in the 
have to pay the whole of his rent without inspection of the holdings but in the legal 
any diminution at all, but, under the investigations. The point of this Bill 
provisions of this Bill, the tenant would was that they allowed the purchase to go 
get a reduction of about 20 per cent. | forward, and adjourned the legal investi- 
There was no juggling in this matter gation,having obtained sutticientsecurities. 
hecause there was no concealment. It The next point to be considered was the 
was very material to a person wishing to security to the taxpayer, and the third 
buy if he could borrow money at a very point was “congestion.” He held that 
favourable rate. It was an important the Bill went a very long way 
element in the question for the tenant to towards enabling purchase trans- 
be put in such a position as to be able to actions to be carried forward swiftly, 
get the necessary sum without contracting that it gave ample security to the tax- 
an obligation which was risky both to payer, and that it attempted to deal with 
him and to the British taxpayer. This the problem of congestion. If there 
Bill or go to oe ~— 5 thos were to be no maximum reduction he 
ment which matured to bot eilr was confident that they would relapse, 
advantages and enabled the landlord to against their will and hess into _ 
receive a much larger sum than he would ojq procedure of the Land Estates 
otherwise, without imposing greater (oyrt. Even if an attempt were made 
-_ ek 7 — _ This Bill — to prevent that by positive enactment in 
“ a i ac pony i the Bill, those who had large claims 
; ental aia eats , 
pats gee pr poy ye ; = upon Irish land would say that there 
baat a : i a Be the , tor was no wrong without a remedy in law; 
I " © question of te 'aWS and they would go to the highest Courts 
delay, and of the intricacies that em- . oe 
in the land to prevent a wrong being in- 
barrassed and tied up all their efforts to ach aaa: Cia tik Gales Gee 
guarantee land purchase had a more f ae es oa "i i h na . on 7 
important and more direct bearing on the ‘UPUner It a a =r ngee a 
problem before them. In this Bill, if in | P'® a btiagi he gsc ges go 
any Bill, they must seek for expedition. W® @Xposed those who voted tor the 
Second Reading of the Bill to a great 


The speech of the hon. Member for East ** : x ; 
Mayo was that of a man who was pre- ‘isappointment. There might be a great 
pared to wait some years more rather discrepancy between the terms upon two 


than close with a bargain with which he adjoining estates of a similar character. 
did not altogether approve. That was a danger against which he was 
bound to guard. The hon. and learned 
Mr. DILLON : I said I would wait Member for Waterford did not think 
many more years before I would close that was a danger. He hoped it might 
with a bargain for twenty-five years never occur, but let it be supposed that 
purchase. it did. Let it be supposed that a limited 
owner sold his estate for six or seven 

Mr. WYNDHAM retorted that that years purchase and went off to Boulogne 
was not the Bill before the House. This with the bonus, and that ona neighbour- 
Bill provided incidentally for twenty-two ing estate a landlord, equally willing to 
years purchase of second-term rents, sell, but with a sense of his responsibility, 
and for something over eighteen years , stated that unless he received £2,500 or 
purchase of first-term rents. He held | £2,600 for every £100 he could not meet 
that the reduction of the amount the | the demands to which he was liable. On 


tenant was to pay was more important to | Boer uld be 
the tenant than the amount which the | these contiguous — — whe 
landlord was to receive. No doubt the | S°™é tenants paying instalments very 


amount the landlord was to receive was much lower than the payments made by 
an all-important matter to him, and it| others. If such trouble arose, could 
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anything be more calculated to confirm 
the suspicions with which many people 
regarded this whole policy of land pur- 
chase in Ireland ? 


The hon. and learned Member's 
Amendment was an omnibus Amen- 
dment, and those who were anxious 
to pass the Bill rapidly must feel 
obliged to him for raising so many im- 
portant points in one Amendment. In 
the first place the hon. and learned Mem- 
ber would make the minimum reduction 
larger. He would lay it down that the 
reduction on second-term rents must 
always be 15 per cent. instead of 10, and 
on first-term rents always 25 per cent. 
instead of 20. He could not accept that 
part of the Amendment. Only on Mon- 
day afternoon the Government was urged 
to increase the maximum sum which 
might be advanced from £5,000 to some 
higher figure in order to bring in a some- 
what limited class—namely, the farmers 
of great tillage farms. He then declined 
to make that change on the ground that 
the taxpayer ought not to be asked to use 
his credit in cases where the persons to 
be benefited were obviously wealthy and 
able to make an effort on their own 
behalf. After what had occurred, could 
he deliberately alter the Bill to prevent 
these very men paying 10 per cent. less 
than they now paid if they wished to do 
so’? He would not have a Parliamentary 
leg to stand on if he did so. If he gave 
way on that point, and possibly, having 
considered it, he might be able to arrive 
at some decision in the matter, he could 
not say that a man was not to pay £90 
instead of £100 if he wished. Again, the 
argument which had been used about 
poor farmers being exposed to undue 
pressure did not agree with other argu- 
ments that had been used in Committee, 
because it had been urged that it was 
necessary to increase the maximum reduc- 
tion. He had in his mind a case where 
the sale took place of some first-term 
rents in 1886 or 1887. At that time 
land purchase was in its initial state, 
and the Land Commissioners were afraid 
to make any advance if there was any 
possibility of the purchase breaking down, 
In that case, the Land Commissioners 
approved some 240 bargains, and rejected 
40 or 50 others on the ground that the 
price was too high. Those who bought 
eighteen years ago secured a substantial 
reduction of their annual obligation, 


Mr. Wyndham, 
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while those who were precluded from 
buying had obtained smaller reductions 
than their neighbours. The latter had 
remained on friendly terms with their 
landlords, who had joined them in a 
petition to have the case reopened. He 
hoped the Committee would think that 
was a serious argument. Everybody, 
of course, would like to arrive at an 
ideal solution in every case, but that 
was not possible. The attempt to 
provide a safeguard against every con- 
ceivable risk defeated one’s object. The 
true remedy, the ideal remedy, for a 
really bad holding was not, he main- 
tained, to sell it to a man a little bit 
cheaper, so that he paid a few shillings 
less a year, but to give him a better 


holding. 


He hoped hon. Members would not 
think that he did not appreciate the 
difficulties in these cases. He had 
travelled in these parts of Ireland and 
spoken to these men. He was con- 
vinced that ten shillings a year did not 
better their case. He was equally con- 
vinced that the House ought in that 
Bill to see if it could provide that the 
holdings should be amalgamated and 
these slums should by a gradual process 
be dealt with. Small holdings, even 
though they might be on the poorest 
soil, did not constitute a slum; that 
term would be more properly applied to 
a number of holdings upon which the 
whole population were on the verge of 
poverty, and where a man was in such 
circumstances that he could not improve 
his condition. That was a greater 
problem than that of the isolated farm, 
and he had endeavoured to deal 
with it in another part of the Bill 
by giving to the Land Commissioners the 
power to define what was an estate. 
It would be the duty of the Commis- 
sioners to have some kind of inspection. 
The holdings in which these un- 
economic features were pronounced could 
be seen by anyone who passed, and in 
his opinion it would be the duty of the 
Commissioners in such cases to make 
use of the liberal provisions in the Bill 
for putting untenanted lands at the dis- 
posal of the Estates Commissioners in 
order that there might be some amalga- 
mation and migration when this evil 
occurred in a very acute form. That 
was the best plan. The ideal could not 
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always be secured in this world. Possibly 
in some cases the necessary land would 
not be available. In such cases, rather 
than the men being kept out of the 
benefits of purchase, was it not better 
that they should pay possibly £3 10s. 
instead of £3 28. 6d.? If the maximum 
reduction was abolished they would 
drift back into the disappointing paths 
of the Landed Estates Court. Where 
second-term rents had been fixed there 
was no sounder foundation for any 
legislation of this character. Hard 
cases, in which there were arrears, had 
been instanced. But they would be 
more ad rem in the case of non-judicial 
tenants. It might be said in those cases in 
which there was no basis of second-term 
rents to go upon that the Government 
did not know how many there were, or 
what rents they were paying, or that 
some of them were non-judicial tenants 
because they had been deterred from 
going to court. He did not admit that 
such cases were frequent; he was not 
aware even that they existed; but at 
any rate it could be urged that some 
non-judicial tenants were in the happy 
position of having kept out of Court by 


{16 JuNE 1903} 


Land Bill. 1094 


| the list of those which were already e,- 


| cluded. 


| Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said the cases he 
had quoted were from returns embodied 
|in the Dublin Gazette, and were marked 
“refused.” According to the Chief 
| Secretary they were not refused at all, 
but withdrawn. But even on the right 
| hon. Gentleman’s own case, here was an 
| estate in County Limerick which the 
landlord agreed to sell for £11,441, but 
| for which under the Bill the lowest price 
that could be taken was £13,900, while 
it might go up to £17,000. That clearly 
| showed that the real object of the Bill 
was to improve the price of land. 


' Mr. WYNDHAM was understood to 

say that the parties agreed to disagree on 
‘the old terms, but agreed on the terms 
| that the same net sum should be paid. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL contended that 
| under the Bill the Commissioners would 
| have to sanction the sale for £13,000 or 

£17,000 if that price were agreed upon ;. 
‘there was no power of refusal. A Bill 
of which that could be said was open to 
most serious objection, as it would tempt 





their landlord treating them uncom- | and allow a purchaser to pay a price not 
monly well. On the other hand there | only dangerous to himself but also 
were non-judicial tenants who had not | involving the State. The accusation of 
gone into Court because their holdings | having expressed himself against the 
were so poor that they were not worth | landlords getting eighteen years purchase 
going to law about at all. _ Was a gross nusrepresentation of anything 
; ‘he had ever said either in the House of 

In the first clause of the Bill the Commons or in the country. There had 
Government had sought to embrace | never been any concealment of his dis- 
as much as possible for the sake of | agreement with the Nationalist Members 
expedition and to avoid the law's ‘as to the price the tenant ought to pay. 
delay, but they had not been able to| He had repeatedly stated that ordinary 
embrace anything like every form of | second-term tenants could very well 
tenancy within the zones. There were | afford to pay twenty-three years purchase 
thirteen exceptions from the Bill as| and yet make a good bargain. In addi- 
at present drafted, and he would not | tion to that, the landlord was to get three 
definitely say that a case could not be | years bonus, and that ought to satisfy 
made out for adding others to the list,| him. But he had never said anything 
but it would need a very strong case for | about eighteen years purchase. On the 
that to be done. In the arguments | contrary, he had said the landlords were 
which had been addressed to the Com-| entitled to twenty-three years purchase 
mittee he had not been ableto find any | of the second-term rents. With three 
reason for departing from the principle years bonus in addition he thought the 
of the maximum limit on second-term | thing could be settled, the landlords 
rents, or for altering that limit, but he | W°Uld be very well off, and the State 


was perfectly prepared to listen to any | teitaiaaciihies ninasaieiied 
pleas which could beput inin the sense} \Wr JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
that there might be classes which ought | expressed his deep regret at the con- 


to be left out of the zones and added to _ clusion of the speech of the Chief 
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Secretary. It was quite evident that, | 
so far as this most vital point in the 
whole Bill was concerned, they had | 
come to the parting of the ways. The 
attitude of the Irish Party, as embodied 
in the Amendment, was founded upon 
what they and those whom they repre- | 
sented, believed to be absolutely essential 
if the Bill was to carry out its great 
promise of affording a real settlement of | 
this question. They were bound, there- 
fore, to stand by the Amendment, and to 
support it in the Division Lobby, and to 
invite to its support all those Members 
who really desired to see the Bill settle 
the land question. In maintaining this 
attitude they could not be open to mis- 
representation or reproach from any 
quarter of the House. The risks he and 
others had taken, the responsibilities they 
had assumed, and the lengths to which 
they had gone in their desire to bring 
about a compromise on this question, 
were sufficient to protect them from the | 
possibility of being misunderstood in the 
attitude they were now taking up. No 
manliving was more anxious than he tosee 
an immediate and complete settlement of | 
this land quarrel, and it was impossible 
to exaggerate the frightful consequences 
which must ensue in Ireland if the 
country was plunged back once more into 
the conflict which they had hoped was 
over for ever. No earthly consideration | 
could induce him to take any step that 
would endanger the immediate future of 
this measure except the most profound 
conviction that unless some Amendment 
was made in this clause, the Bill would | 
not carry out the prospects which had 
been held out. The Chief Secretary’s | 
speech if it meant anything meant an 
absolute non possumus. He listened to 
that speech not only with the deepest 
possible regret but with alarm, for he | 
could not conceive that the right hon. | 
Gentleman would have met this claim 
with a non possumus. He did not say 
that it was in the power of any man to) 
propose a compromise which could meet 
their demand, but to meet them with a} 
non possumus excited hisamazement. He 
could only hope that the right hon. 
Gentleman, when he said that his rising 
was not to be taken as a desire to end | 
the discussion, and that after he had | 
spoken he would listen to further argu- | 
ments, meant that he had given his mind | 
to this matter in a conciliatory way, and | 
Mr. John Redmond. 
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that before the discussion ended they 
might hear something more from him on 
this point. He confessed that this 
refusal imperilled very seriously the 


| prospects of the Bill, and also imperilled 
the hope of this measure effecting any- 


thing in the nature of a settlement. He 
could not conceive that the Chief Secre- 
tary’s attitude had been fully developed. 
He knew how much the passing of this 
Bill meant to the Chief Secretary—he did 
not mean to his position, credit, and 
renown as a statesman, although it meant 
a great deal in that respect, but he knew 
how much it meant to him in another 
way. He knew the right hon. Gentle- 
man was quite sincere in his desire to 
settle the Irish land question, and he 
knew what a poignant disappointment 
it would be if his Bill failed. He could 
not conceive that the right hon. Gentle- 
man had devel: ped his own mind upon 
this subject. 


He had risen simply to point to 
the serious nature of the position 


| which had arisen, and to beg all those 


who would further 
debate to use 
the opportunity they had to impress 
upon the Government that before this 
devate ended they must have some 
further declaration on this point. They 
could not leave the matter as it stood 
at present, because what would happen 
would be that there would be a division 
in which the sharpest possible conflict 
of opinion would be disclosed, and upon 
which on one side there would be the 
whole Irish representation with the 


hon. Members 


exception of those sitting on the 
Treasury bench and the hon. and 
gallant Member for North Armagh. 


They would have 95 per cent. of the 
Irish representatives declaring that this 
Amendment was necessary for a settle- 


| ment on the one side, and on the other 
|side they would have a majority of 


some sort or other made up entirely of 
English Members. That recalled their 
past lamentable history. Why was it 
that in fifty years they had had forty 
Land Bills, every one of which had 
failed? Why was it that all their 
greatest statesmen time after time had 
committed themselves to a settlement, as 
they thought, of the Irish land problem, 
and had had, year after year, to come for- 
ward and admit that they were mistaken 
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and that the time of Parliament had 
been wasted ? Simply because upon these 
questions Irish opinion had been overborne 
and disregarded, and they had acted in 
this matter in the belief, which was the 
evil at the bottom of the whole system 
of Government in Ireland, that English 
opinion was more qualified to deal with 
Ireland than Irish opinion. He had 
read a speech delivered in Sligo by the 
new Lord Lieutenant who, since he 
came to Ireland, had shown liberality 
and broadmindedness and an anxiety 
to understand the Irish question. He 
declared in that speech that one neces- 
sity of government in Ireland. in his 
opinion, was that Irish affairs should be 
settled by Irish and not by English 
opinion. In the face of that de- 
claration was the House of Com- 
mons in its forty-first or forty-second 
Land Bill going to make the same mistake 
as in all the others, that was of dis- 
regarding Irish opinion even when it 
came to the bar of this House absolutely 
united? They found now Unionist 
Members from Ireland and Nationalist 
Members holding the same views. He 
did not know whether it was any use 
his concluding by appealing to the Chief 
Secretary, but he expressed his earnest 
desire that before this debate concluded 
the right hon. Gentleman would be able 
to add something to what he had already 
said, and thus relieve them from a position 
which, if persevered in, would make it 
impossible for them to represent this 
Bill to the Irish people as one which 
would settle the Irish land question. 
Everybody knew how he personally was 
committed to this Bill. Everybody knew 
how anxious he was to be able to make 
such a representation to the Irish people. 
Everybody knew how during the last few 
months he had gone to extreme lengths 
defending this Bill and the policy which 
lay at the bottom of it, and unless the 
right hon. Gentleman could see his way to 
go further he could not say truthfully to 
the Irish people that this Bill would 
fulfil the hopes which had been raised in 
Ireland or that it would settle the Irish 
land question. 


Sir ROBERT REID (Dumfries Burghs) 
said he wished to say a few words, 
because if the right hon. Gentleman 
persisted in his opposition to this Amend- 
ment there was a risk of this measure 
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being lost altogether. He had known 
at least half a-dozen occasions of this 
kind in the House of Commons where 
appeals had been made by Irish Members 
that their views should be allowed to 
predominate, and in most cases that 
request had been ignored. Scotch Mem- 
bers supported this Bill on the ground 
that it would provide a real settlement 
of this question, and to achieve this they 
had consented to the payment of a large 
sum of money, amounting to no less than 
£12,000,000 sterling to a class of whom 
he wished to say no evil, but who were 
not any more deserving than the people of 
this country. They did this to purchase 
peace, and he believed their constituents 
had supported and would support them 
in that course. Hon. Members from 
Ireland objected to this proposal, and 
Scotch Members objected to it quite as 
much, For his part he had always felt 
that unless an Amendment of _ this 
character, which seemed to him to be vital, 
was accepted it would be the duty of 
some of them to oppose instead of support 
this Bill. What was wanted was that 
there should be behind this Bill the good- 
will of the House of Commons as a whole, 
and surely that could not be achieved 
except by considering very seriously an 
Amendment of this kind. English and 
Scotch Members had looked at this 
matter from two points of view. In the 
first place they thought this Amendment 
was required in order to give better 
security for the money advanced by the 
British Exchequer. He understood that 
it was necessary to have a maximum 
price, but what was the value of a minimum 
price. A minimum price impaired the 
security of the British taxpayer and the 
prospects of peace which they hoped to 
achieve by this Bill. All that was asked 
was that the parties should not be re- 
stricted from selling at a lower price than 
that specified in the Bill. If the buyer and 
seller were content what harm could be 
done. The British Exchequer would be 
safeguarded. It has been suggested that 
the mortgagor might sell and leave his 
mortgagees unprovided for altogether. 
Surely they might require that notice 
should be given to the mortgagees. Such 
a case would very seldom happen. He did 
not think that they ought to regard the 
proposal of the Government as satisfactory, 
because the landlords appeared to be press- 
ing the right hon. Gentleman upon this 
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point, and they wanted to get inflated | 
instead of real prices. He thought the 
British Exchequer had done more than | 
enough already. They were giving the | 
landlords an enormous gratuity, and many | 
facilities for selling and then buying | 
back their own demesnes. He did not | 
think the prospect of this Bill ought to | 
be jeopardised by insisting upon a limita- 
tion of that kind. He did not think the 
Irish landlords were so infatuated with | 
this proposal as to refuse to come to terms 
even if this Amendment were accepted. 
The right hon. Gentleman at the end 
of his speech said that he might be pre- 
pared to accept some modification. What | 
did he mean by that? It was not his 
business to make suggestions, but did he 
mean that tenancies below a certain fixed 
value should be exempted from the 
operation of the minimum price? The 
right hon. Gentleman ought to give some | 
further explanation, and he appealed to | 
the Chief Secretary in as strong a manner | 
as he could, not to lose this favourable 
opportunity of settling this question by 
unwisely adhering to a detail of this kind, 
which he believed was not in the least 
degree essential to the principle of his 
Bill, and the obstinate retention of which 
would produce most disastrous and serious 


results. 


Mr. WOOD (Down, E.) expressed 
regret at the position taken up by the. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland. He had 
been one of the foremost in supporting 
the Amendment put forward by the) 
hon. and learned Member for Waterford, 
and he desired to say that the Amend- 
ment had the support of the farmers of 
Ulster, and that not a single farmers’ 
representative or Ulster representative 
dared enter his protest against it. In 
Ulster, of course, they were acquainted | 
with the attitude taken up by the hon. 
and gallant Member for North Armagh. | 
He had been true to his past career, 
and he was true to it to-day. They 
expected nothing better, and they were | 
not disappointed. But the hon. and| 
gallant Member represented what was | 
practically a town constituency, and not | 
an agricultural constituency. In Ulster | 
they had had their difficulties. His | 
hon. friend the Member for South | 
Tyrone, it might be said, had gone too | 
far in his desire to settle this question. | 
He himself told the House, and he | 


Sir Iubert Reid. 
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warned the Government, that to 
persist would mean in Ulster another 
Tipperary. Let it be distinctly under- 
stood that on this question they were 
not prepared to recede. Did the 
Government think that the people of 


| Ulster did not know what was going on 


here, and that they did not recognise 
the death rattle in the throats of the 


| Members sitting on the Treasury Bench. 


Did they think that the people of 
Ulster were going to accept this Bill 
with the knowledge that the day was 
not far distant when there might be a 
new King in Egypt, who would have 
no acquaintance with Joseph. They 


knew this, and they were determined to 
|assert their rights, and to ask in this 
' House the recognition of the rightsand 


privileges to which they were entitled. 


|This Amendment gave these. It pro- 


tected the tenant from being compelled 
by the landlord to pay a price far 
beyond the reasonable legitimate and 


‘equitable price that the landlord was 
entitled to. This very Government in 


the Act of 1887 inserted a provision 
giving relief to tenants who were com- 
pelled to take leases at exorbitant rents. 
The people had had experience ot 


landlords in the past; they were the 
same to-day as they were yesterday. 


It was true that if they were not killed 
their fangs were taken out by the Act 
of 1881, but they were able still to drive 
unfair and unreasonable bargains with 


|the tenants who were in arrears with 


rent. 

It might be well for the House to under- 
stand that he had already defeated the 
Government in his own constituency ov 
their proposals for land purchase, and 
he told the Government now that if 
they persisted in this conduct it would 
not be at all a difficult matter to defeat 
them at the next election. He held in 
his hand a letter from Mr. Somerset 


_ Ward, agent for large estates in Down. 


which was written to a man who had 
the hardihood to go into Court to avail 
himself of the Land Acts which formed 
the law of the land in Ireland. The 
letter was in the following terms— 
** Estate Office, 
‘** Downpatrick, 25th April, 1903. 
“Mr. James Mellroy, 
** Quoil, Downpatrick. 


“Sir,—I regret to say your action in having 
a fair rent fixed on a holding which was let as a 
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townpark which you 


“SOMERSET WARD.” 


That was the position of an Irish land- 
lord and his agent to-day. That was one 
of the gentlemen who would be asking | 
later on for compensation at the expense 
of the British taxpayer. This was conduct | 
which was still being pursued throughout 
These death 
warrants, as the late Mr. Gladstone 
called them, were being served through- 
out County Down, because tenants were 
unable to pay the first statutory rents 
They were being 
driven out under the Land Acts which 


his own constituency. 


which were fixed. 


provided such a price for the landlord 
that the tenants could not pay. 


spirit of fair play and reasonableness the 
be difficult or troublesome to advise the 


tenantry of Ulster to refuse to purchase 
under this Act and to wait for the day 


not far distant, when a Government 
would come into office which would 


attend to their just and equitable claims. 


Mr. MOULTON (Cornwall, Launces- | 
ton) said he could not allow this debate 
to pass without joining his protest against | 


the provision with which this Bill com- | 
menced. He felt great difficulty in | 
speaking to the House upon it, because he | 
felt so strongly that he had difficulty in | 


{16 JUNE 1903} 


townpark, on the ground that your father was 
not a resident in the town, compels me to serve 
you with a notice to « uit, in respect of the 

hold under agreement 
dated 20th February, 1887.—Yours faithfully, 


Unless 
the claims of the tenants were met in a 
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| changed it from the number of years 
purchase into the rate per cent., the 
security of Irish land was worth 
about 53 per cent. Now the Govern- 
ment was going to lend money at 
2? per cent. That» was just half the 
rate per cent. it was worth, and if there 
was no question but that of purchase, 


_they would be entitled to say that the 


tenants must have their rents exactly 
halved. If the Committee looked at the 
figures in the Bill it would be found 
that the average deduction which the 
tenants ought to receive who purchased 


their land under this Act, was 40 per 


cent, but by this clause the Government 
said that they should never have more 
than 30, and that they might have as 
little as 10. In other words, this clause 
said that not in the extremest case 
should there be that deduction which 


l 'arose on purchase under the Ashbourne 
Government would fail, and it would not ! 


Acts as shown by the average rate of 
purchase of Irish land. The lowest 
number of years purchase for which any 
penny under this Bill was to be used 
was twenty-two years purchase, and yet 
the average under the previous Acts was 
eighteen. Therefore the Government 
were giving at least four, and probably 
more years purchase to the landlords 


‘above what experience had shown was 


the fair price. He listened during the 
_ greater part of yesterday to the debate, 
and he had examined the speeches as 


| reported, to find one tittle of justification 
| for this largess for the Irish landlords out 


moderating his language and treating it | ‘of public money on the part of the 


merely as a question on which two | Government. 
He | tion of throwing away public money 


opinions could be honestly held. 
sometimes thought that the introduction | 
of this clause must have been based, on 
the part of the Government, upon a 
study of the weaknesses of mankind, 
and especially the intellectual weaknesses. 
He could not believe that they would 
have put forward a clause like this if 
they had not been certain that the point 
was too intricate for the English people 
to understand, and that they trusted 
this attempt to waste public money on 
their political supporters might pass 
undetected. He wanted to put a few 
figures to the House on what the nature 
of this proposal of the Government was 
when looked at accurately. Experience 


had shown that the average number of | 
years purchase Irish land was worth, was | 
about eighteen ; that was to say, if they | 
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of the Bill would cover this ; 





If it was simply a ques- 


| probably a protest against a great part 
but he 
wanted to point out an evil which came 


‘from it which was of the gravest 


character. 


Up to now the money we had been 
lending for the purchase of Irish 
land had been protected because the 
Land Commission had to be satisfied that 
the security was sufficient for the money 
that we lent. That safeguard was now 
removed, and yet the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland, when bringing in the Bill, 
pleaded for its acceptance because he said 
that, of all the money we had lent for the 
purpose of the purchase of Irish land, 
practically no instalment had failed to 
be paid duly at the proper time. Ah 
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yes, but these were instalments upon 
purchase money which was not too 
big for the security. If it was not 
too big for the security, there was 
ad quate inducement and adequate 
means for the tenant to pay the instal- 
ments as they became due. What 
justification was that for the introduc- 


tion of a Bill in which there was’ some- | 


thing like 25 per cent. added to the 
fair value of the holding, a great part 
of which came upon the tenant and 
not only on the British taxpayer? 
‘The tenants would not be subject to the 
protective provision of a fair rent fixed 
bythe Courts. And so they started this 
Bill with an exorbitant amount lent to 
the tenant and an exorbitant amount 
required from the tenant, which would 
by no means lead to the same result as 
the equitable purchase money and in- 
stalments under the Ashbourne Acts had 
fortunately reached in every case up to 
the present. When the Government 
had deliberately increased by this means 
the purchase money which the landlord 
would require, it was almost incredible 
to think that they were going to risk 
£120,000,000 under circumstances which 
previous experience had shown brought 
an inadequate security. Previous ex- 
perience had shown that in no less than 
2,000 cases they had had to refuse the 
proposal for purchase because the 
security was inadequate. Every one of 
‘hese must be acceded to if this Bill 
passed, and the consequence was that 
they were asked to lend this enormously 
increased sum on security that the Bill 
took care would be insufficient. And 
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they were going to lessen the dissatisfac- 
tion in Ireland by putting up the whole 
of the price the tenants were going to 
pay? Why did they not commence 
equalising the prices by putting down 
the prices they gave to the landlords? 
This was a voluntary Bill. The land- 
lords had surrendered nothing. It was 
an option to them whether they should 
avail themselves of it, and the consequence 
was that if they had said that they would 
not spend English money on land that 
would be sold at over eighteen years pur- 
chase they would not have perilled the 
landlords one penny. What justification 
was it to say that they insisted that the 
whole benefit of the Bill should be an 
exaggerated price to the landlords, when 
they knew that there was a temptation to 
the tenants to accept purchase even under 
these onerous circumstances, because, at 
all events, they for the moment got a 
little lessening of their rents. It was 
true that the tenants gave up the great 
protection of the right to a fair rent, but 
he was afraid that in many parts of 
Ireland the struggle was so great that 
they dared not look forward to the future 
but only to the to-day or the immediate 
morrow ; and they were bound to accept 
purchase if they could not get their land- 
lords to be more reasonable, if it were at 
any price, trusting that some Government 
might arise in England equitable enough 
not to enforce unjust payments from them. 
The consequence was that if they had fixed 
a limit so as to lower the price that would 
have done no injustice ; and now they 


'had fixed it at a limit to do injustice. 


therefore the Bill took care that trouble | 


should arise in the future, not because 
the tenants would not, but because they 
could not, pay the exaggerated sum 


which they would be required to pay | 


because we wanted to overpay the land- 
lord. 

He asked what possible excuse 
there could be for such an outrageous 
provision. He understood the only 


Another consequence was that all the 
landlords, whose cases were the worst would 
be the first to avail themselves of this 


Bill. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said he 
wished to refer to the considerations 
which underlay the clause. The clause 


itself he disliked very much, taking it as 


excuse was that if they left the parties | 
to free bargain there would be a wide | 


difference in the prices. So there ought 


to be. The land in Ireland was of very | 
various kinds and held under very 
various circumstances ; and it was very | 
natural that there should be differences | 
in prices. Wasit to be thought that | 


Mr. Moulton. 


a whole. He thought it was a needless 
clause—a clause which never would have 
been heard of but for the Land Conference 
Report. He was not going to criticise 
that Report, but it was undoubtedly the 


| case that the suggestion of zones of prices 


had never been dreamt of by anybody 
until they read it for the first time in 
the Land Conference Report. If they 
went back to the original days 
when purchase was first discussed ; if 
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they went back to Select Committees, 
although they were manned by landlords 


and appointed by Conservative Govern- | road of concession. 


ments ; if they wentback to the Ashbourne 
Acts, when a more liberal spirit prevailed, 
never did anyone hear of or suggest any 
idea of zones of prices in a voluntary Bill 
until the Land Conference Report. 
Therefore, so far as the Government had 
sinned in adopting the zones of prices, 
they had sinned in the company of 
Gentlemen on this side of the House and 
on the other side—their own supporters ; 
and its defence was, as he understood, that 
under the name of a voluntary Bill, this 
Bill must largely have compulsory effects. 
He agreed with the contention that it was 
possible that this Bill might, in some cases, 
have compulsory effects, and that the sug- 
gestion of zones of prices might be justi- 
tied by that fact. But there was also in 
the Land Conference Report another 
principle which he took to be at the root 
of the position of the Government, viz., 
that the tenants’ representatives there 
agreed to give the landlords their net 
income less 10 per cent. Now, that was 
a tremendous concession on the part of 
the tenants. He had never criticised 
those of his friends who were parties to 
that concession ; but it was a concession 
of the utmost magnitude so far as the 
tenant farmers of Ireland were concerned. 
It was suggested—and he should like the 
right hon. Gentleman to absolve himself 
from the responsibility for it—that the 
tenants’ representatives were, to some 
extent, entrapped into that position 
by a hint or promise, or a vague 
hope held out, that 
representatives agreed to give the land- 
lords their full net income, the Govern- 
ment—as lord Dunraven, as he under- 
stood, was in touch with the right hon. 
(sentleman—- would be prepared to make 
up the difference. But he could only say 
that if any such suggestion was held out 
to the tenants’ representatives, and that 
they were entrapped into making the 
concession which they did to the land- 
lords, then he could well understand the 
very serious speech which his hon. friend 
the Member for Waterford—whom he had 
always endeavoured to support in this 
House—had just addressed to the Com- 
mittee. Now the Government, he 
thought, should make some allowance 
for the seriousness of that utterance. 
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The tenants’ representatives believed that 
they had gone a very long way on the 
They also saw that 
‘they had exposed themselves from wou'd- 
be extremists on their own side, to the 
charge of weakness. They felt that they 
had exposed themselves to the attacks 
and criticisms of politicians who said of 
the Irish the well-known phrase, that 
*Codling wastheirfriend, not Short”; and 
that if other people had been at that 
conference, they would have obtained 
‘far better terms for the Irish people. 
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He had heartily supported the position 
taken up by his hon. friends, because 
they believed that they did their best in 
|a very difficult and serious situation. 
/But the Government must remember 
_that outside this House there were 
journals and organs which affected to 
speak for the tenants, which were 
perpetually engaged in the flagella- 
tion of his friends on charges that 
they had not done their best in the 
|interests of the tenants; that in fact 
_the true level of price was the old 
| Ashbourne level, that anything which 
|increased the burden on the tenants 
_beyond that, really amounted to a 
| betrayal of the interests of the tenant 
‘farmers. Now, for himself, he must 
candidly say that as the majority of the 
tenants were men paying £10 or £12 
rents, and as the only difference between 
his hon. friend in his Amendment and 
| the Government proposal was a question 
of 5 per cent., which in the case of a £10 
holder would only mean a few shillings, 
which could be made up by one 
hen laying a halfpenny egg additional— 
he should not himself, as regarded the 
poorer class of tenants—if they were 
able to discuss this question in vacuo, so 
to speak—attach the tremendous import- 
ance which the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Waterford had done to his 
Amendment in its present form. But he 
confessed that he did attach tremendous 
importance to the passing of this Bill, 
and to any interruption in the hopes of a 
settlement. He did attach very con- 
siderable importance to any conflict or 
division between the Irish Members and 
the Government, which would endanger 
or imperil the passage of this measure. 
English Members were always willing 
to pass coercion Bills for Ireland ; they 
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were always going down the inclined 
plane ; but when passing remedial mea- 
sures for Ireland they were unwilling to 
give a helping hand to pull the car up 
the hill. Therefore, unless the Bill was 
cordially accepted on this side of the 
House, he could well understand the 
apprehensions of the English people in 
regard to this offer of £12,000,000 
to the Irish Members. 


After the crisis of last week the Govern- 
ment might not be sitting where it was 
but for the fear of the Irish people that a 
Bill of this kind might once more be 
flung into the waste-paper basket. He 
approached this question on the one hand 
with a sincere desire to meet the views of 
the Chief Secretary on this Amendment, 
and on the other hand with the sincere 
desire that this House—which had acted 
kindly, courageously, and even generously 
from the English point of view, although 
the Irish people thought they were only 
getting their due—should do nothing 
in any way to impair orZaffect the 
passing of the Bill. He had listened 
with great attention to the speech of the 
Chief Secretary, and he very well knew 
the immense difficulties that had to be 
encountered. It was a great misfortune 
to be a lawyer. In a case like this he 
might know both sides. One could 
always agree better and more strenuously 
if they knew only one side, and that was 
the reason why he believed a well-balanced 
mind should never address itself to a 
partisan assembly like the House of 
Commons. The right hon. Gentleman 
had made a case that: the landlord was in 
some instances not the landlord at all. 
He was a limited owner having behind 
him, perhaps, the remainder man, or in 
front of him, perhaps, the mortgagee or 
whatever it might be, and above him the 
superior or head landlord. Yet under 
this Bill they were not only enabling the 
limited owner to sell the fee simple, but 
also to pocket the whole of the bonus. 
They were giving a man whodid not own 
the land the right to sell it; and they 
were paying him for doing so. Under 
those circumstances there must be some 
protection to the people who owned the 
other interests in the land. That might 
be done without a system of minimum 
price. If they gave notice to the remainder 


man, themortgagee, and the head,landlord, 


they would find themselves at once in a| 


Mr. T. M. Healy 
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maze of intricacies which would postpone 
a settlement of the question for years. 
If any one wanted to get some idea of the 
hopeless, waterlogged, submerged position 
into which the Irish estates had gone, 
they ought to spend a week or a fortnight 
in the Irish Landed Estates Court—the 
most melancholy Court in the world. He 
thought the Government were putting 
too large a plaster on a small sore. The 
Bill was a violent interference with the 
landlord’s rights, because it said to a man 
who was neither encumbered nor had 
a superior landlord over him, “ You 
shall not sell your estate except at 
a given price.” 


What was the way out of the position ? 
He disliked the whole clause. He said 
to himself this Bill of eighty or 
ninety clauses might be condensed 
ifthey adopted the French method 
of drafting. The whole Bill could 
be made to read as follows: “Article 
1.—The sum of £12,000,000 is here- 
by allocated to facilitate land pur- 
chase in Ireland under the Purchase 
Acts. Article 2.—The Estate Commis- 
sion are hereby constituted with power 
to make rules as to the repayment of 
purchase instalments, and the extinction 
of superior interests, or otherwise to 
facilitate sales between landlord and 
tenant. Article 3.—That A. B C. and D. 
are charged with the execution of this 
duty.” This form would not take the 
House of Commons as long to discuss 
as the present Bill, but by giving power 
to the Estate Commissioners, or some 
such method of escape, they would get 
rid of all entanglements. Unless the 
Chief Secretary was constrained and 
held by some unseen hand, why did he 
not come forward and yield to the 
general wish of the House of Commons 4 
If there were Members of the House of 
Lords in the Cabinet, they had a House 
of their own in which they could cobble 
up the Bill. If Lord Londonderry were 
the bogey man of the situation he had a 
House of his own, and let him deal with 
itin the atmosphere which prevailed in 
another place. They in that House 
were the Commoners of England, and 
the Irish Members were the Com- 
moners of Ireland, and in this matter 
there was no difference between the 
Commoners of the two countries. 
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They had an unseen difficulty interposed, | 
but if this was the true note of the) 
House of Commons, there must be some | 
compromise in this matter. 


right hon Gentleman. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose | 
Burghs) said it was perfectly clear 
that the Bill was at that moment 
in grave peril. As one who strongly 
desired that the Bill should pass, he 
asked the Chief Secretary to con- 
sider more gravely and more con- 
cisely than he appeared to have done. 
the position in which he and the Bill 
stood. In his judgment, the right hon. 
Gentleman’s speech was a little dis- 
cursive, and he did not, in his respectful 
judgment, address himself specifically to 
the Amendment before the Committee. 
He should have liked his hon. and 
gallant friend the Member for North 
Armagh to have told the Committee 
what there was in this minimum reduc- 
tion which he and his friends valued 
For his part, having taken the best | 
opportunity of ascertaining that, he 
did not believe that it would be 
any good to the landlords at all. 
He wished the Chief Secretary had told 
the Committee why he attached so 
much value to this provision. He him- 
self did not believe it was of any 
value at all to the object which the 
right hon. Gentleman desired to pro- 
mote. The right hon. Gentleman spoke 
of the landlord, who would pocket the 
bonus and march off to Boulogne. Was 
the reason for this provision a fear on 
the part of the solvent landlord that 
such action would tend to lower the | 
price? If that was the ground on) 
which this dangerous clause was being 
insisted upon, he thought it was a very 
inadequate reason, and he did not think 
the landlords themselves, if they had not | 
made a kind of a shibboleth of this 
provision, would consider that they 
needed security against the tenants. 
Whether the provision was needed as | 


against the black sheep of their own) 
order he did not undertake to say, 
but he did not think that the Chief. 
Secretary would press it on that ground. 


On the Second Reading of this Bill, he 


ventured to say, and he thought he was | 
speaking for some of his friends behind | 


him, that their attitude on this Bill | 
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| treatment which he 


'hope that the right ( 
_ would give it some consideration. 
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would depend materially upon the 
treatment which the right hon. Gentle- 
man gave to this particular provision. 
But he wanted to put another point to the 
Was it really to 
be contemplated with patience that this 
Bill should run a chance of being wrecked 
because of this provision. If the hon. 


‘Gentlemen from Ireland would not 


accept this provision they could not ex- 
pect other hon. Members, either on that 
side of the House or on this, to support 
the Bill. The one consideration which 
induced Members representing English 
and Scottish constituencies to support 
this Bill, much as they disliked its 
general tenor—the £12,000,000 and the 
£100,000,000—was that it was accepted 
by Gentlemen from Ireland as a real 
settlement. Now it was impossible after 
what had passed this afternoon for any 
one to contend that this Bill was 
accepted and would be worked by those 
who had influence in Ireland with a view 
to promote its successful operation. He 
therefore appealed to the Chief Secretary. 


|The right hon. Gentleman, in his speech 


this afternoon, had indicated a great 
willingness, if possible, to meet views 
of the kind he was now. ex- 
pressing, and admitted that there were 
certain classes excluded from the zone- 
was willing to 
admit into the provision. Why should 
the right hon. Gentleman not extend 
that proposal to judicial holdings? And 
if there were cases where there was 
reason to suppose that the bargain 
arrived at between a landlord and tenant 


| was not a safe bargain for the State, 


then let the Estates Commissioners send 
down and ascertain how far the bargain 
was reasonable and just. He hoped the 


| Government would consider any sugges- 


tion which would extricate them and 
the Committee from a grave peril. It 
was a great peril to the State that 
purchasers should be placed in such a 
position. It was to the interest of all 


'that a purchaser should not make a 


bargain he would not be able to keep. 
He submitted this suggestion in the 
es. Gentleman 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said he quite agreed that the 
real driving force behind the Bill was 





1111 Trish 


the feeling that this Bill was a fair 
promise of the settlement of the Irish | 
land question. English Members were 
willing to accept it and pledge the British 
credit, and give a large sum for the 
purposes of this Bill, on the one condition 
that it should settle the Irish land ques- 
tion. The taxpayer would be willing to | 
give even more money if he thought this 
would be a real permanent settlement of | 
the question of Irish land, but he would 
not be willing to give half the money 
for any petty and temporary measure. | 
If the Bill was to effect a permanent | 
settlement it must be acceptable to the 
Irish people, and they had now to find 
out whether this Bill was satisfactory to | 
Ireland or not. The only way to do that | 
was to ask hon. Gentlemen representing 
all classes of Irish opinion. The only 
person in favour of this clause and not 
in favour of the Amendment was the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman the Member 
for North Armagh, and therefore the 
Committee was in this extraordinary posi- 
tion—that a Bill which depended for its 
success in this House upon Irish approval, 
was at this moment being imperilled 
because the right hon. Gentleman would 
not yield to almost universal Irish opinion 
in the matter. His hon. and learned 
friend the Member for Waterford had 
said that he had encountered a large 
amount of political risk in supporting 
this measure and recommending it to 
the people of Ireland, but there were 
other Members of other Parties in 
the House who ran great political risk 
also, and never had a Bill a fairer chance 
on its Second Reading, supported as it | 
was by the universal approval of all | 
parties in the House. He had listened 
to almost every word of the debate during 
the last two days, and he had listened to | 
every word of the speech of the Chief | 
Secretary, in eager anticipation to hear | 
what could be said in favour of this 
clause. The right hon. Gentleman’s re- 
marks had amazed him. The right hon. | 
Gentleman had said it did not miiten| 
how many years purchase the tenant 
gave, whether it was eighteen, twenty, | 
or twenty-eight for their holdings. That | 
was language he should expect to hear | 
from a moneylender who was trying to | 
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tenants were induced to give exorbi- 
tant prices for their holdings, all the 
magic of property would dizappear 
until the third generation. If a man 
bought at eighteen years or twenty 
years purchase, it might be possible, 
in time, for he or his son to pay the 
whole of the sum due to the State and 
become owner of the soil. The Com- 
mittee stood face to face with the possi- 
bility of three generations of Irishmen 
being bound owing to the excessive price 
it was proposed to charge for the 
holdings. This peril was not any fault 
of the Chief Secretary, but was due 
entirely to one section of the landlord 
party. 


He did not object to the bonus of 
£12,000,000 being given to the land- 
lords, but he certainly did object to a 
bonus of £12,060,000, plus a second 
bonus of £12,000,000 in the shape of a 


higher number of years purchase being 
‘given to them; was it to the credit 


of a responsible Government to come 
forward with a proposition that a certain 
class of the landlords of Ireland, having 
got these large inducements given to 
them to sell their farms, should require 
a further inducement in the inflation 
of the value of their property by 
four or five years extension in the 


| price of purchase. They were in the ex- 


traordinary position that the only benefit 
the tenants got by the bonus was that 
the value of the land was enhanced. It 
was a most extraordinary thing that 
because the landlords got money 
from the State they should say that 
the tenants should pay a higher price. 
He had with him a number of Returns 
showing that between seventeen and 
eighteen years was the average purchase 
price, and the Chief Secretary had not 
succeeded in breaking down the figure. 
Even though first and second-term rents 
were mixed together, that only made the 
argument stronger, because the number 
of years purchase was greater in the 
case of second-term rentals than of first- 
term rentals. Seventeen or eighteen 
years purchase on depreciated land 
stock, which had fallen from 103 to 92, 
represented in solid cash only fourteen 
or fifteen years purchase ; yet under the 


| Bill the landlords were to get in cash 


persuade a man to sign a bill. If the | twenty-two and a half years pur- 
Bill passed in its present shape, and the | chase in the case of second - term 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
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for the inclusion of leaseholders was 


the case of the first term, and that | rejected, but it was complied with six 


was taking the most favourable terms | years later. 
Many Members were | Bill Irish demands, backed by practical 


to the tenants. 
falling into the error of talking of the 
minimum price as though it would be 
the normal figure of purchase. The 
question must be argued on the basis of 
the average reductions and the average 
price, and the Bill was being imperilled 
in order to secure to the landlords, in 
addition to the bonus, twenty-five years 
purchase. No defence had been made 
of the proposal. The interest of the 
tenant in getting a fair price, and that 
of the taxpayer in getting an adequate 
security were one and the same, because 
so far as the price paid by the tenant 
was inflated, so far would the security of 
the State be diminished. Mr. Bailey's 
report showed that wherever land pur- 
chase had taken place under reasonable 
conditions the transformation of Irish 
life had been magical; sobriety, thrift, 
home comforts, contentment—all had 
increased. But it also showed that 
where land purchase had been conducted 
on principles such as those in this clause, 
it had been, not a_ benefit, but an 
injury to the people, their last condition 
of hopeless despair being worse than 
their first. He desired land purchase to 
take place under conditions which would 
make the people prosperous, not under 
conditions which would lead them to 
bankruptcy. That was really the issue 
before the Committee. The Chief 
Secretary seemed not to have grasped 
the position in the matter. They were 
not now dealing with the “slum hold- 
ings,” but with the average and normal 
holding, and any concession which stopped 
short of saving that class of tenant from 
bargains which would make them bank- 
rupt instead of prosperous, could not be 
regarded as facilitating the progress of 
the Bill or tending to a real settlement 
of the land question. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL felt that they 
were at the parting of the ways on this 
question. He remembered the Act of 
1870 being passed through the House, 
when thirteen Members protested against 
the Bill, demanding what was called 
“the three F's.” The demand was 
refused, but ten years afterwards the 
great Minister who refused it honoured 
himself by granting it in full. Again, 
in the case of the Act of 1881, a demand 


In the case of Bill after 


unanimity, had been refused by the 
House of Commons, insisted upon in 
Ireland, and finally, after trouble and 


| sometimes outrage, conceded by England. 


What was the position on the present 
occasion? In the old fights there had 
always been an Ulster landlord party 
with something to say for the landlords, 
but to-night the landlords were left 
derelict except for one voice crying in 
the wilderness. There were fifteen Ulster 
Members present, but only the right hon. 
and gallant Gentleman the Member for 
North Armagh had said a word in 
favour of this proposal. Personally, 
he had never taken the line that the 
landlords ought to be turned out of 
the country; on the contrary, he had 
always desired that they should re- 
main, and be recompensed for giving 
up their land. He was in favour of, not 
only an economic price, but something 
more being paid, and he had told the 
Irish tenants it would be worth their 
while to pay that something more in 
order to get rid of landlordism and all 
that it represented. He had gone further 
than hon. Members opposite in regard to 
the price that should be given, and he 
adhered to his position. He had gone in 
advance even of the people of Ulster in this 
matter; he had not all the people at his 
back in the concessions he had made to 
the Irish landlords ; he had gone beyond 
his mandate, but if a settlement could be 
arrived at he would stick to his own 
opinions. Those opinions, however, could 
not be carried too far, and he appealed to 
the House of Commons not to shut the 
door upon the one chance that this genera- 
tion would see of settling this eternal 
trouble. There was a class of holdings 
that had been unfairly rented. They 
had been rented on the tenants’ own 
improvements, and that was his difficulty 
in this business, and if he could see that 
class protected he would be prepared to 
support a reasonable compromise. It 
was the old question of the men who 
knew against the men who did not know ; 
it was the case of the men who had know- 
ledge of the people and their customs 
against the English and Scottish Members, 
possessed of the best instincts, but lacking 
knowledge, and wedded to the Party 
feeling which would induce Members to 
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come in from the smoking room and _ vote 
against the Amendment upon which the 
peace of the country depended for the 
next generation. It was an intolerable 
situation, and he hoped the Chief Secre- 
tary would have something to say which 
would relieve their minds. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that in response 
to the many appeals that had been made 
to him he felt bound to rise, although, 
judging from the earlier speeches that had 
been made, he regretted to say that he 
had no suggestion to make that was likely 
to carry them toa platform of common 
agreement. He was afraid he had found 
no solution in his own mind. Every hon. 
Member realised the gravity of the situa- 
tion. They all credited each other with 
absolute sincerity in this matter. It was, 
therefore, an unmixed misfortune that 
they could not all agree when they all 
aimed at the same object. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Montrose had 
said that he had not addressed himself 
sufficiently closely to the Amendment, 
that he had made a discursive speech. 
He did that deliberately. He wished at 
the outset to bring the Committee back 
to a sense of the enormous issue at stake, 
and not to jeopardise that issue upon 
one feature of it, even although it might 
be a very important feature. That was 
his justification. On the Amendment he 
did deal with the first question raised— 
namely, the question of the minimum 
reduction. He must adhere to the 
minimum reduction proposed. There 
was one other point in the Amendment 
upon which he had not spoken. The hon. 
Member who moved the Amendment, he 
did not say designedly, proposed to treat 
as the equivalent of a second-term rent 
any holding to which the Land Purchase 
Acts applied. If they accepted the 
Amendment as it stood they would insist 
that the big grazier must havea minimum 
reduction of 25 per cent. He was sure 
the hon. Member did not intend that. 
The Land Acts applied to certain holdings, 
but the Land Purchase Acts applied to 
many holdings to which the Land Acts 
did not apply, and these did not exhaust 
the situation, for there were some holdings 
which the Land Acts did not touch. The 
hon. Member for South Tyrone thought 
that a proposal he had made was that 
they should include inside the zone hold- 
ings to which the Land Acts did not 


Mr. T. W. Russell, 
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apply and which were outside the zone. 
That was not so. A grazing farm of 
more than £100 valuation and townparks 
were outside the zone; and upon those 
holdings, even if the clause passed as the 
Government now presented it, it would 
be necessary to proceed more or less upon 
the line which now obtained—that was to 
say, the Land Commissioners would look 
at the bargain which had been arrived at 
and see whether the security was adequate, 
and a price might be arrived at not 
inside the zone. It might be higher or 
lower. The hon. Member seemed to 
suggest that there were in Ireland certain 
classes included within the zone as the 
Bill now stood which might with advan- 
tage be relegated outside the zone to the 
position now occupied by the classes 
already outside. If he had received any 
earlier intimation that any such sugges- 
tion would be welcome, or be of assistance 
towards agreement, he would have made 
it an hour ago. But he did not receive 
such intimation until the hon. Member 
spoke. He did not know to what class 
the hon. Member for South Tyrone was 
alluding. He spoke of those who had 
undergone pressure, or who might be ex- 
posed to pressure, but he assumed he was 
alluding to future tenants. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL explained that 
he had said that even among the class of 
second-term tenants there were men whose 
rents he believed to have been unfairly 
fixed on their own improvements. They 
ought not to be tied within those cast-iron 
rules, and the Commissioners ought to be 
able to give them relief. 


under- 


be ad- 


WYNDHAM said _ he 
the hon. Member to 


Mr. 
stood 


‘dressing himself to those classes who. 


had not had the benefit of second-term 
rents. He would be perfectly ready to con- 
sider an Amendment cutting non-judiciah 
tenancies out of the zone, but if that 
would not lead to agreement, he was 
afraid he must adhere to the clause as 
it stood. It would not be wise to com- 
plicate the Bill if no advantage was to be 
gained from it, and if it did not advance 
them nearer a form of solution. The 
basis of the Bill was the rents which 
had been fixed by judicial process. 
There they had certainty, but elsewhere 
they had uncertainty, and they ought to 
proceed on certainty. He was prepared 
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to accept an Amendment which did not 
shatter the basis of the Bill, but he 
could not undertake to accept an Amend- 
ment which would have that effect. 


Mr. HARRINGTON (Dublin, Har- 
cede that the right hon. Gentleman 


bour): Our view is that outside the zone 
is outside the Bill. We want to know, 
if they fall back on the Ashbourne Act, 


will the inducement to the landlord to | 


sell still remain ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that the hold- 
ings on which a judicial rent had been 
fixed, or non-judicial holdings, as it was 
now proposed to treat them, were inside 
the zone, but on the same estate there 
might be grazing farms of more than 
£100 a year. They were outside the 
zone, but within the estate. Therefore, 
the sum offered in respect of these hold- 
ings went into the corpus of the estate, 
and the bonus, allocated as at present 
suggested, applied to the whole corpus 
money of the estate. On a holding 
on which a judicial rent had been fixed, 
the first clause said that the Commis- 
sioners were to sanction a bargain within 
the limits of the zone and not otherwise. 
That being so, if a separate bargain out- 
side the limits were made in respect of 
a particular holding to which the zone 
applied, then there would not be a 
bonus ; but if the future tenant and the 
non-judicial tenant were thrust out of 
the zone, he went into the category of 
cases already excluded from the zone, 
and there would be a free bargain with- 
out the limits, and carrying a bonus 
with it. If he made so great a departure 
from the Bill, the number of exceptions 
would be increased by the non-judicial 
tenants, and he would have to introduce 
a clause declaring that the bargain was 
to be examined with a due regard to all 
the circumstances of the case. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND  §aaid he 
could scarcely think that the Chief 
Secretary imagined that he had made 
anything in the nature of a substantial 
concession, He had proposed that non- 
judicial tenants should be exempt from 
the operation of this zone, but the 
judicial tenants should remainin. Why 
did he make that distinction at all? If 
it were proper that the zone should not 
apply to non-judicial tenants, how could 
the Chief Secretary argue that it ought 
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to apply to judicial tenants? In any 


case the non-judicial tenants were but a 
minority. The great bulk of tenants in 
Ireland were judicial tenants, and it 
was with their case that they were 
mostly concerned. He could not con- 


had made any reasonable concession 
whatever. 


*Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.) said they 
had been dealing with cases within the 
zones, and to which the question of first 
and second-term rents applied ; they had 
not been dealing with exceptional cases in 


| the general discussion ; and therefore they 


were really still at the point, notwith- 
standing the concession of the right hon. 
Gentleman, at which they were when the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone sat down. 
He rose with the greatest possible reluct- 
ance to trespass upon the attention of the 
Committee for a few moments only, 
He rose with the deepest feeling of regret 
on account of the turn this debate had 
taken, due to the inexorable condition of 
maintaining this limitation in the clause. 
The Irish representatives were voicing the 
opinion of the great bulk of the whole 
population as well as of the tenant farmers 
in Ireland, because it was not the tenant 
farmers alone who were interested in the 
question of solving the Irish land problem. 
The whole people of the country were 
practically agreed on this question to 
an extent unexampled in the history 
of any country which was said to possess 
free institutions. It was a most extreme 


‘anomaly that, where the popular repre- 


sentatives of a whole nation were practi. 
cally unanimous in the legislature which 
had to deal with their concerns, they 
should be told they were impotent to 
get their views attended to and their 
wishes turned into law, but that some 
unseen and unnamed power was to thwart 
the wishes of the nation, and that they 
were not even to have the opportunity 
of trying the plan which those who spoke 
the views of the whole nation said was 
necessary to procure the peace, comfort, 
and prosperity of the country they repre- 
sented. If they were to ask him to state 
a possible case which should demonstrate 
the difficulty of governing Ireland by 
an external power, it would be the case 
presented by this House just now. Let 
them not even yet abandon the effort 
to consider where they stood. The 
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—_ hon. Gentleman in that speech, 
which he was afraid was not inaptly 
described, having regard to the real crux 
of the position, as discursive, gave them 
a description of the benefits which were 
to be attained by both sides by the 
financial operations of this Bill. He 
owned it seemed to him his description 
did appertain to that class of operation 
which he characterised with contempt as 
financial jugglery. What he told them 
was so far true that no doubt benefits 
could be obtained by both parties by the 
extrinsic operation of the use of British 
credit. That alone was where they got 
special benefit. They obtained money at 
.a low rate of interest. But that benefit 
the landlords alone would reap, for the 
right hon. Gentleman practically adopted 
the suggestion which had pervaded the 
discussions of those who represented 
the landlords’ interest throughout, namely 
that the House of Commons was to 
assume that it was a matter of absolute 
or practical indifference how many years 
the annuity was to last to the intending 
purchaser, and that the only question 
he had to consider was what the amount 
of the annuity was to be. This was 
financial jugglery. 


The right hon. Gentleman spoke of 
greater benefits than ever before which 
would be derived under this Bill. What 
were the greater benefits than ever before ? 
Was not the rate of interest the same. 
Was it not 2? per cent.? It was true 
that the instalment was less. Why ! 
Because the tenant was told that they 
would not give up altogether—but defer 
payment for a certain number of years of 
the instalment money. Free of interest ! 
No, of course he had to pay interest for 
every hour of delay. The practical result 
was that they were saying to the tenant, 
““ You are going to get a reduced annual 
instalment of principal, and it is of little 
consequence to you how long you take to 
pay it, though you are to keep on paying 
interest al] the while.” He admitted 
that the right hon. Gentleman was 
correct in the view that a great many 
tenants were likely to assume, or would 
be disposed to assume, that there was no 
questioning of that argument, and that 
present relief would overbear in their 
minds the circumstance that the term 
would last so long, and still more would 
it overbear in their minds that fact because 
it was going to be a term far longer than 


Mr. Blake. 
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the lives of the vast bulk of those who 
were going to become purchasers. It 
was a longer period than most of them 
would be likely to calculate. The 
other party to the bargain, and the 
Government is rightly considering their 
interest as well, would have all the 
benefit of that situation. They had all 
the benefit of the situation, which had 
been inaccurately described as a situation 
which conferred on the tenants benefits 
it did not in fact confer. The desire 
and anxiety to settle the question, 
and to have a fixed arrangement which 
might terminate during the life of the 
child or grandson in ownership, and 
which meantime would lessen the 
amount of annual rent, was a very great 
temptation to the tenant to pay a some- 
what larger price. Why? Not only 
because of the length of the term and 
the temporary ease it gave, but because 
of the circumstance that he had got 
the money at a cheaper rate than 
otherwise he could do by the opera- 
tion of British credit. But to suggest 
that all the advantage was on his side, 
and that there was no account to be 
taken of the vast number of years during 
which this sum had to be paid, was a 
suggestion that did savour of financial 
jugglery. Again. if they were to take into 
account the course of financial events 
and conditions, and the history of the 
rate of interest for the last generation, 
they must remember, when they were 
arranging for a fixed rate of interest for 
a term so long as seventy years, that if 
that state of things progressed the boon 
they talked of with respect to the use 
of British credit might be a diminishing 
and not an increasing boon. So far as 
they were aware there would be a pro- 
gressive decline in the rate of interest, 
and if there should be a decline to the 
extent of one-half or even one-quarter 
on the present rate it would be an actual 
burden upon the tenant to prolong the 
time of repayment. 


The tenant was advised to make a 
fair and reasonable bargain, one which he 
was sure he would be able to keep, as 
against the temptation, which he ad- 
mitted would be strong, to look only 
to the reduction in his rent. ‘That cir- 
cumstance and this scheme were the 
security to those who were sellers, and 
to the Government of the day for the 
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view that there was no danger at all in 
striking out this proposal to which they 
objected. The danger was that they 
would go toa higher price and not to a 
lower price than they ought to pay. He 
remembered the suggestions made more 
than once by the Chairman of the Land 
Conference that there was a great deal 


{16 JUNE 1903} 


| it would be more difficult to come to a 


too much talk about the number of years | 


purchase, and that the annuity was not 


to be translated into the number of 84% ( ; 
| might not be turned into worry, anxiety, 


years purchase, Really the right hon. 
Gentleman had been adopting the same 
argument. Itwas a potent suggestion, and 
a great inducement and temptation, and 
onevery likely tobe used unduly to enhance 
prices, 
of awful solemnity if this clause should 


Would it not be a circumstance | 


pass on the conditions on which the, 


right hon. Gentleman had now placed 
it. The responsibility of those who re- 
presented the people of Ireland was of 
course a very serious one; it was im- 
possible for them to tell the Irish people— 
if their intimate convictions were that 
the scheme of the Bill was such that it 
would not produce a settlement—it was 
impossible for them with honesty to tell 
the Irish people that it would produce a 
settlement. Their earnest desire was to 
be able to say so. If this limitation 
which was to prevent the attempt to 
bargain for a lower price, which was to 
limit freedom of contract, was retained, it 
would be impossible for the Irish repre- 
sentatives to act with reference to the 
acceptance of the Bill and its working 
with thesame sense of hope that it would 
produce a settlement of the land ques- 
tion as if the view of the nation on that 
subject were accepted. The illustration 
given by the right hon. and gallant Mem- 
ber for North Armagh in regard to the 


selling of a horse put the argument of the 


landlord party very clearly. Would it 
not be a piece of high comedy if the 
views of the Irish representatives were 
to be overborne, and the freedom of 


bargaining should be restricted in the 
way proposed, when they kn w that the | 
British taxpayers would be protected | 


by the freedom of bargaining which they 
wished to see retained. By the sugges- 
tion of that right hon. Gentleman, who 
reduced this great national transaction 
to the level of a horse trade, it 
would take a longer time to bargain, and 
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conclusion than if freedom of bargain 
was given in substance as well as in form, 
under this Bill, which was not a com- 
pulsory Bill. And on this ground, for- 
sooth, freedom was to be denied. 
That argument ought not to prevail. 
Therefore he still hoped that those ex- 
pectations which had been raised so high, 
and those desires, to fulfil which so many 
sacrifices and concessions had been made, 


and apprehension ; but that the current 
of Irish sentiment might yet waft the Bill 
to a successful passage through the House, 
and that its great destined work for good 
might not be thwarted by an inexorable 
adherence to a decision which was con- 
trary to the views of the Irish National 
representatives. 


*Mr. GORDON (Londonderry, 5.) 
said that, as an Irish Member repre- 
senting an Irish agricultural constituency 
—he did not appear either as a landlord 
or as a tenant—he was sincerely anxious 
that this Bill should go over to Ireland 
in such a form as would be acceptable to 
both sides. That was a great matter in 
his mind, and what he wished to see 
effect given to. In Ireland there was a 
unanimous opinion on the part of the 
tenants that they should be left free to 
fix such prices as they and their land- 
lords could agree upon ; and he thought 
it would be a terrible mistake if anything 
should be done to prevent this measure 
from being acceptable to the tenants 
as well as to the landlords. He 
was one of those who believed that if 
the Amendment were accepted, perhaps, 
in the end, the prices would not be so 
very much different from those embodied 
in the Bill. Great advantages were 
given to the tenants, and they were very 
keenly anxious to become the owners of 
their farms. These two things would 
operate in their minds to induce them to 
give a reasonable price, the utmost limit 
which they could safely offer. In many 
cases, especially in the part of the country 
which he represented, he thought the 
commercial instincts which governed the 
transactions of the farmers, as well as the 
landlords, would be an admirable pro- 
tection to the landlords when the price of 
the holdings came to be fixed. It had 
been said that an agitation might arise 
where subsequently one estate was sold 
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at, perhaps, less than its true value. He 
thought a far more dangerous agitation 
might arise if this Bill went to Ireland 
without the goodwill, not merely of the 
hon. Members who represented Ireland 
in that House, but of the people of the 
country, with the whole of the Nationalist 
Press writing against it, and with every- 
thing being done to prevent it getting 
that fair play which he admitted even if 
the Amendments were not carried it 
ought to get. He wanted the Bill to be 
received as a boon by the people, and 
he did not wish there should be one 
single clause in the Bill which would 
prevent its most beneficial operation. 


Mr. HARRINGTON said that before 
the division was taken he hoped they 
should have something further from the 
Chief Secretary. He did not think that 
the right hon. Gentleman himself realised 
the position in which he had been placed 
by his adherence to the zone system in 
this clause. The views which had been 
put forward that evening on behalf of 
the Irish landlords against the Amend- 
ment were not the views of the selling 
landlords, but of those who did not wish 
to sell, and who wished to keep up, for 
their own purposes, a purely artificial 
price for Irish land. The caution of the 
House of Commons had always been 
directed towards securing that the price 
paid for a holding was such as to enable 
the tenant to discharge his liability, and 
to repay the State the money advanced 
to him; but under the clause as it 
stood there was no sufficient inquiry 
provided as to whether the State would 
have that sufficient security. The Irish 
Members, however, wished to address 
themselves in the discussion of this clause 
to the point of view of settling this 
land question once and for all. Hence it 
was that they urged the acceptance of 
the Amendment on the Government. If 
they were animated by the motives 
sometimes suggested in the House, 
nothing would be more easy than for 
them to come to the House of Commons 
and accept this measure as an instalment 
only of what they wished for ; but they 
were really anxious that a final and 
satisfactory settlement should take place. 
They did not want to be in the position 
of coming back to the House two or three 
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| years hence, of recalling their utterances 
_ there to the discredit of the whole country, 
‘and asking the House of Commons to 
re-open a question which had disturbed 
the House solong. This was a seitle- 
ment far beyond what the Irish landlords 
ever dreamt of setting, and beyond that 
which the representatives of the Irish 
landlords expected at the Conference. 
Many reasons had been given for fixing 
aminimum price. One was that pressure 
‘would be brought to bear on the Irish 
{landlords to sell. But how could that 
pressure be applied having regard to the 
fact that every inducement was to be 
offered to the landlords to get the best 
price they could. The higher the price, 
the higher the bonus. If the right hon. 

-entleman insisted on retaining the 
minimum price the great danger was 
that it would immediately present a 
frightful contrast to those who purchased 
under the Ashbourne Acts and those 
who would buy under this Bill. A 
contrast would also be shown in the 
case of the landlords who sold under the 
Ashbourne Acts compared with those 
who sold under this Bill, when passed 
into law. The average number of years 
purchase under the Ashbourne Acts was 
seventeen or seventeen and a half, but 
under this Bill, as it stood, the minimum 
which would be paid would be at least 
twenty-two years purchase, or a dif- 
ference of between four and five years 
purchase. Then, he should like the 
Committee to consider the difference in 
the position of the landlords under the 
Ashbourne Acts and under this Bill. 
Under the former one-fifth of the 
purchase money was retained from the 
landlords, and there was no sale until 
the Land Commission was satisfied that 
there was sufficient security to the State 
for the price offered. The landlords, 
also, under the Ashbourne Acts had to 
bear the whole expense of the investiga- 
tion as to title. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
el.ck, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 

Committee report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. 
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IRISH LAND BIULL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. } 


Clause 1 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


**In page 1, line 15, to leave out from the 
word ‘ advance,’ to the end of Sub-section (2), 
and insert the words ‘provided that the 
purchase annuity payable under this Act will 
be, in the case of the purchase of a holding, 
subject to a judicial rent fixed or agreed to 
since the passing of the Act of 1896, not less 
than 15 per cent. below the existing rent, and, 
in the case of the purchase of a holding subject 
to a judicial rent fixed before that date or of a 
holding which is not subject to a judicial rent 
but the tenancy in which is one to which in 
the opinion of the Land Commission the Land 
Purchase Acts apply, not less than 25 per 
cent. below the existing rent.’”—(Mr. John 
vedmond.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out, to the word ‘or,’ 
in line 18, stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. HARRINGTON, continuing his 
speech, said he desired to point out the 
value they attached to this Amendment 
was really in the question whether this 
Amendment was to be accepted by the 
Government in the spirit of the Land 
Conference Report or not. There could 


be no doubt that under the Bill the. 


landlords had got the most generous terms 
they could have hoped for. It had been 
suggested that the Nationalist Party had 
retired from'the position it had taken up, 


in respect to this arrangement. The hon. | 
and learned Member for North Louth | 


had stated that the first suggestion he 
saw as to the question of zones was in the 


Land Conference Report. It mightbe true | 
that the Land Conference Report might | 


be so interpreted, but there was no 
suggestion in the Land Conference Report 
as to the treatment of this subject by 
zones. It might be said that the ex- 
pression “equivalent to second-term 
rents” meant that they were to be treated 


in some form or other, but this form of | 
zones was not in the mind of the Con- | 
fixing the minimum price. The result of 


ference when they adopted the Report. 


{16 JunE 1903} 


| The Conference recommended an immedi- 
|ate reduction within the limits of 15 
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per cent. and 25 per cent. That was 
not the position taken up by the Govern- 
ment in the Bill; the ultimate and 
final reduction adopted in the Bill was 


| not the reduction advocated in the Con- 
| ference Report. 
| being made to tie them down to the 


An attempt was now 


words of the Conference Report. They 
were accused of departing from the 
recommendations of the Conference, but 
the Government had not adopted the 
Conference Report. If they had, the 


| Nationalist Party would have stood by it. 


The hon. Member for North Louth had 
stated that the Land Conference had been 
trapped by certain promises made by the 
Government. That was not their difficulty 
at all. Their difficulty was that they 
had no suggestion of any kind from the 
Government. These recommendations 
were made by the Land Conference be- 
cause they desired to go as far as they could 
and offer as generous terms as they could 
to the landlords, ard they were made 
without the slightest knowledge of what 
financial assistance the Government would 
givethem. In the Land Conference Re- 
port it was stated that the landlords 
should get a sum equal to 90 per cent. of 
their income. Only 10 per cent. was to 
be deducted from the landlord’s income 
where the cost of collection had been 
incurred. Mr. Gladstone in 1886 de- 
ducted 20 per cent., and that was 
before the Conference when this 10 per 
cent. was fixed. But to fix that de- 
duction, as it had been fixed in this clause, 
as the minimum price was quite a 
ifferent matter. 

When the landlord collected his in- 
come, in no single case could he get 
all his rent, even though second - term 
rents had been fixed. In _ nearly 
every case there were arrears which 
the landlord could not recover, and 
there had been many cases where the 
landlord not only could not recover, but 
where he had had to come forward to 
assist his poor tenants,and when they were 
deducting this 10 per cent. from the 
nominal income in order to arrive at 
the real income, they were taking off a 


| percentage which still left the income at 


a higher figure than that which the land- 
lord obtained. That also was a matter 
that should be taken into consideration in 
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all the agreement they had had in Ire-| obligations they took over should not be 
land as the result of the Conference, and | such as would make it impossible for them 


the better feeling produced in Ireland, | to be able to fulfil them. 


amounted to this, that the landlord who | 
sold now could get a payment in ready | 


cash, where before he was paid in land 
stock, which was variable, and therefore 
involved risk ; the landlord now got his 


money immediately, in addition to which | 


he was relieved of all the expense nl BO be to assist the landlords to sell. 


/It could only be the result of the 
| persistent obstinacy of a certain class 


proving a title for the purposes of sale ; 
and he got a bonus of two, or three, or 
four years purchase from the State. 
Having got all that, it was nowsuggested 
that they were to enhance the price the 
tenant had to pay by clapping ona further 
four years to the purchase price. 


plan to induce the landlords to sell, but 
if that plan was taken up by the Govern- 


ment, and worked in such a way as to| ,.. , 
: | fairly proportioned between the landlords 


'and the tenants to make it easier for 


afford no inducement to the tenant to 
buy, the whole of the labour of the Con- 
ference would be thrown away. The 
matter had hitherto been discussed from 
the point of view of the State as a whole, 


but the landlord in selling would have to | 
take the position of his tenants into con- | 
There were some tenants of | . 

d | they could not fulfil. 
| Secretary’s proposals for the expediting 


| of sales under the Land Purchase Acts, 


sideration. 
land on which was no house, who woul 
have to build their house to hold posses- 
sion of the land, and the positions of the 
tenants generally were very varied. The 


position the Government took up was that 


What | 


the Conference had to do was to devise a | : 
|demanded although there was nothing 


|in the Report giving the whole of 





The effect of fixing this minimum price 
would be to prevent the landlord dealing 
at all, though everybody concerned was 
agreed, with a tenant who did not under- 
take to pay the so-calied minimum price. 
What was the reason of this? It could 


of the landlords who had never accepted 
the Conference Report in a good spirit, 


| and who were never ready to sell. If 


they were thrown back on the Report, 
then the bonus (and this they had never 


the bonus to the landlords) should be 


both. They had not demanded that 


| because they were extremely anxious 


that the tenants should buy, and they 
were desirous to make it easy for them 
to buy, but they were not anxious that 
the tenants should undertake obligations 
Under the Chief 


there was no necessity to adopt this mini- 
mum price. If it was the desire to keep 
up artificial prices of land, then the 


even if a landlord, having the consent of | danger halete the sight hen, Gentleman 


all the encumbrancers, agreed to sell on | 


terms which he and his tenant considered | 
fair, he was not able to do so. What 
was the object of all this? It had been 
suggested it was to prevent pressure 
being brought to bear on the landlord to 
sell at a low price. Why should such 
pressure be brought to bear on a land- 
lord? There never had been pressure in | 
a single instance. The danger was that 
the tenants would be so eager to buy 
when they could get even the slightest 
relief from the rent, that they would not | 
consider their position, and would be too | 
likely to take an obligation upon them- 
selves which they could not fulfil to the 
advantage of the country or the State. 
The Nationalist Party were anxious 
that that should not take place. The 
tenants who had purchased hitherto had 
carried out their obligations with strict 
punctuality, and they were anxious to 
maintain that character for the people 
of Ireland and to show them that the 





Mr. Harrington, 


was that it immediately invited opposi- 
tion from the tenants. They had looked 
to this Bill with a desire to settle the 


| land question, and put an end to long 


continued agitation, and had regarded it 


| as a stepping-stone to a further gift for 
| the people, butifthey should again welcome 


or wish for a renewal of the agitation 
there could be nothing better for the 
purpese than for the right hon. Gentle- 
man to hold by the minimum price. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) joined 
earnestly in the appeal to the Govern- 
ment to make some concession upon this 
Amendment at this very critical point in 
the history of the Bill. Every well- 
wisher to Ireland regarded this Bill as 
a message of peace, and hoped it would 
pass through the House as quickly as 
possible, in order that the miserable land 
war in Ireland might be speedily termin- 
ated. There would be no use in the 
measure passing, however, unless it bad 
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the assent of all classes, because other- | 
wise it would not work. The landlords | 
and tenants of Ireland, and, he believed, 
the English and Scottish Unionist 
Members, would hardly be asked to assent 
to its passage through the House, unless | 
it was believed to be a means towards a 
final settlement of the land question in | 
Ireland. He believed the opinions of the | 
landlords as to the effect of the Amend- 
ment had been greatly exaggerated. As 
representing a large number of tenant 
farmers in Ireland, he appealed to the | 
Government to make some concession 
that would satisfy the great mass of 
tenants in Ireland, and lead to a peaceful 
solution and the fulfilment of the hopes 
that had been kindled during the past three 
weeks. If the Government could not go | 
the whole way desired by the Irish Mem- 
bers they might go back to the figures 
accepted at the Dublin Conference, where 
the representative landlords met the 
representative tenants and agreed to 
figures representing the maximum and 
minimum prices, and might accept those 
figures as a basis of settlement. 


Mr. CLANOY (Dublin Co., North) said 
the first point raised by the Amendment 
was whether the minimum reduction 
should be 10 per cent. or 15 per 
cent. That was a very important 
question, but not so important or so 
vital as that raised by the Amendment, 
asto whether or not the minimum price | 
should be retained in the Bill. He) 
thought the Chief Secretary had failed | 
to grasp the gravity of the question | 
that he had raised by this refusal to 
accept the Amendment, because the 
reasons given by the right hon. Gentle- 
man were, in his opinion, not at all 
adequate to the occasion. The Chief | 
Secretary had not alluded to the fact | 
that the less the tenant paid for his land | 
the greater was the certainty that he | 
would repay the money lent to him. | 
This was a voluntary Bill, and prima facie 
all the arrangements made in regard to | 
it ought to be of a voluntary character. | 
The only reason for putting in a maxi- | 
mum price was to secure the State, and | 
that object having been achieved, there | 
was no reason for preventing any | 
arrangement which the landlords and | 
tenants might arrive at. Surely the | 
onus of proof that they were not just 


arrangements laid upon those who 
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| cheated in a 


| the Bill. 


| for 
| Had not that been done ever since the 
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opposedthem. Then the Chief Secretary 
had said that if the minimum price was 
not maintained the remainder man, the 
chargeant, and the mortgagee might be 
wholesale manner. But 
the Government themselves did not 


| display a very tender regard under the 


Bill for the interests of the remainder 
man, the chargeant, or the mortgagee. 
These might be cheated by the arrange- 
ments to be made within the limits of 
It might happen that if the 
landlord did not get the maximum price 


‘for his land he might cheat the re- 


mainder man, and he might cheat his 
mortagees and thechargeant also. Then 
if he went on and agreed with the 
tenants to sell at the maximum reduction, 
he might at once deprive the remainder 
man, the mortgagee, and the chargeant 
of what they would otherwise have 
received. It was obvious that as much 
harm might be done by dealing within 
the limit as if the minimum price were 
swept away altogether. Asa matter of 


fact, a man might be so heavily en- 


cumbered that if he did not get the 
maximum price there would be nothing 
left for the remainder man and the 
others. What nonsense it was to think 


‘that in the case of improvident or 


roguish bargains by the landlord in 
order to get his bonus, the mortgagees 


| would avail themselves of the power to 


put the property in the Land Judges 
Court, and come out of Court with 
nothing at all. 

Then the Chief Secretary had said 
that different prices might be paid 
estates in the same localities. 


first Land Purchase Act was passed in 
1835, and long before that? But if it 
had never before taken place might not 
different prices be paid under this Bill’ 
One landlord might sell at the maximum 
and another at the minimum price, 
although they were in the same town- 
land, and if the dreadful consequences 
fo'lowed that had been imagined by the 
Chief Secretary, they would arise in 
that case equally asin the cases imagined 
by the right hon. Gentleman. He 
could understand a proposal which 
was not of vital importance being 
met by the right hon. Gentleman in this 
way, but after the repeated warnings 


given to the Chief Secretary he really 
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could not understand his position. In 
speaking strongly on this matter the [rish 
Members were not actuated by any 
desire for obstruction. Their object was 
to ensure that the Bill should be a satis- 
factory settlement of the question, and 
for that purpose they considered it 
essential that this point should be satis- 
factorily settled. In conclusion, he would 
counsel the right hon. Gentleman to 
beware of certain advisers. It was un- 
fortunate that some counter attraction 
had prevented more English Members 
and more Members of the Government 
from being present at the debate. He 
was afraid that the Chief Secretary was 
not very cordially backed up by those 
who were sitting next him at that 
moment, and it was only too true 
that the Solicitor-General for England 
had promised nothing more than. a 
minimum support to the Billi He 
could not forget that the Solicitor- 
General for Ireland had irrevocably 
pledged himself against the abolition of 
the minimum price, and for the reason 
which the Chief Secretary had not only 
never advanced but had thrown over- 
board—viz., the ridiculous pretence that 
pressure would induce the landlords to 
sell at improvident prices. He believed 
that the landlords would not sell unless 
they got what they considered to be a 
sufficient price. He was disposed to 
think that the Solicitor-General for 
Ireland committed himself to that 
declaration before he knew what was 
likely to be the opinion of the House of 
Commons, and he greatly doubted if the 
hon. and learned Gentleman would speak 
in the same sense now as he spoke in 
Dublin when he committed himself to an 
indefinite struggle against the abolition of 
the minimum price. There was no 
pretence in the world for thinking that 
the landlords of Ireland could be induced 
by pressure to sell at improvident prices. 
They would sell at the highest prices 
they could get, and in his opinion they 
would be well piid if they sold even at the 
minimum price fixed by the Bill, as they 
would be getting five years purchase 
more than they would get under the 
present system. He could not believe 
that the reasons advanced for opposing 
the Amendment were the real reasons, 
and he submitted that the question at 
issue ought not to be allowed to be 


Mr. Clancy. 
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determined by such subordinate Mem- 
bers of the Government as the two law 
officers. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.) 
said that, speaking as a Home Ruler con- 
nected with the land and as a landlord—a 
somewhat unique position for one sitting 
on those benches—he was bound to confess 
that he thought this minimum limit was a 
very disadvantageous provision. For some 
years past, owing to the death of his 
brother, he had been possessed of con- 
siderable landed property in Armagh, and 
it was his experience in connection with 
it that led him to condemn this _pro- 
posal, because he feared that the effect 
would be that all farms, large and small, 
bad and good, would be treated on exactly 
the same principle. Poor and indifferent 
land would be sold at the same price as 
good land, and those who knew anything 
about the matter were well aware that bad 
land required a good deal more labour and 
expense to deal with it, while it produced 
much smaller crops, than rich land. As 
a rule, poor land was very much over- 
rented, while good land, in his opinion, 
was in many cases under-rented. The 
limitations proposed by this Bill would, 
in his opinion, greatly interfere with the 
free intercourse which there should be 
between landowners and tenants, and he 
would therefore like to see them wiped 
away and a free market provided for ; 
otherwise the material success and smooth 
working of the Bill would be seriously 
prejudiced. He trusted that, even at the 
eleventh hour, the Chief Secretary would 
see his way to making some concession 
on the point. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) hoped that 
the Chief Secretary would consider the 
new argument which had just been 
addressed to him by the last speaker, 
who had pointed out that it would be 
impossible for a landlord, under the Bill, 
to deal with the poorer classes of 
tenants. The hon. Member for Tyrone, 
on the preceding night, asked a signifi- 
cant question—he inquired from what 
quarter of the House the demand came 
for the retention of that absurd mini- 
mum price? No reply had yet been 
given by the Government to that ques- 
tion, but it had been suggested that it 
came from only one representative from 
Ireland, the right hon. and gallant 
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Gentleman the Member for North 
Armagh. It certainly did not come 
from Ulster, Munster, Connaught, or 
Leinster. It came from Yarmouth, 
Hackney, Bradford, and York. Hon. 
Gentlemen, who did not represent Irish 
land or Irish tenants, had made the 
demand on behalf of Irish landlords, 
whose views they professed to represent 
on that occasion. After two days’ con- 
secutive debate, in which all sections of 
Irish politics had been represented, and 
in which representatives of Irish opinion, 
both Unionist and Nationalist, had 
spoken the unanimous voice of Ireland, 
they found themselves in the humil'- 
ating position of seeing an important 
point decided. not as they wished, but 
as proposed by the Members for York 
and Hackney and other centres of en- 
lightenment. There were unseen influ- 
ences at work from various quarters. 
They knew very well what had been 
the declarations of the Solicitor-General 
for England and of the Solicitor-General 
for Ireland with regard to that particular 
question. The Solicitor-General for Eng- 
land had declared that he would only 
give the Bill the minimum of support. 
He supposed that that would also in- 
volve the minimum price. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, S.): No. 
The maximum price. 


Mr. FLYNN said hon. Members were 
apt to fall into error in the use of those 
convertible terms, “minimum” and 
“maximum,” and he took it himself 
that what the Solicitor-General for 
England proposed was to give the Bill 
the minimum of support, and, at the 
same time, to give the maximum of 
support to the absurd minimum price. 
It was clear the sections of Irish opinion, 
representing not only the tenants but 
also a large body of the landlords, had 
declared against the retention of the 
minimum price, and, so far, no adequate 
reason had been given for adhering to 
the proposal. The right hon. Gentle- 
man simply sat tight in his place, and 
when, just before the dinner-hour, they 
thought he would address himself to the | 
question of zones and limits, they were, | 
instead, treated to a dissertation on | 
excluded tenants, town tenants, demesne | 
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in other parts of the Bill, but having 
nothing whatever to do with the Amend- 
ment before the Committee. This was 
said to be a voluntary Bill, and the use 
of the word “compulsion” was tabooed. 
Suppose for the word “ compulsion” they 
substituted the word “finality.” Did 
they expect finality, or anything ap- 
proaching finality, under the Bill? [f 
it became law, and if the tenants 
realised that the views of their repre- 
sentatives in Parliament had been ab- 
solutely set at naught in favour of 
representations coming from York, 
Hackney, and Yarmouth, were they 
likely to accept it as a final settlement 
of the question ? Unquestionably there 
was a certain amount of indirect com- 
pulsion in the Bill—indirect compulsion 
on the poorer tenants to buy. When 
they talked about the poorer tenants 
they did not confine themselves exclu- 
sively to those who held holdings ot 
under £4 or £5. There were a large 
number of small, struggling, industrious 
tenants, whose valuations ran up even to 
£30, who would be compelled to pay the 
same rate of purchase for poor and im- 
poverished land as was demanded of the 
tenants of the larger and better farms on 
the same estate. 


The right hon. Gentleman, who, 
apparently, at present had no settled 
convictions, had spoken of the tenant 
as the spoilt child of the Legislature. 
He ventured to say that, under this par- 
ticular Bill, the landlord was the spoilt 
child, for not only was he to get every 
penny of the bonus, but he was also to 
be allowed to get as much as he could 
extract from the tenants over and above 
the market value of the land. He would 
like to know on what ground it could be 
alleged that estates which were sold as 
lately as 1901 at fifteen, sixteen, or 
seventeen years purchase, without com- 
pulsion, were in this year of grace to he 
sold for from twenty-two to twenty-eiglit 
years purchase, plus a four vears bonus. 
He saw from the Returns which had been 
presented to Parliament that a consider- 
able number of estates were sold in the 
county of Cork during the year ending 
the 3lst March, 1901. They had been 
often told that the operation of the Land 
Purchase Acts had been brought almost 
to a dead stop, because, in the first place, 
the richer class of landlords, who could 


lands, and other questions dealt with afford to part with their land, had already 
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done so, and, secondly, because the value 
of the land stock had fallen consider- 
ably. The Returns for 1901 certainly 
did not bear out the former argument, as 
many rich landlords sold in that year. 
With regard to the latter argument, he | 
had worked out the figures, and he 
found that a landlord who received a net 
rental of £1,000 a year, would receive 
under this Bill 70 per cent. more 
than he would have received had he | 
sold in 1901 under the Ashbourne Acts. | 
Why, then, should the Government stick | 
to this limit? One would think there 
was some sacrosanct character attached to | 
judicial and semi-judicial rents, and that | 
the tenant was getting some enormous 
boon in connection with them. After 
all, what was a judicial rent? It was a 
reduced rent fixed by a judicial tribunal ; 
and it was practically a reduction of the 
rack rent which had been hitherto levied 
on tenants’ improvements. When they 
heard of the hardship of landlords having 
to submit to a reduction of 20 per cent. 
they should bear in mind that this was 
only a partial restitution to the tenant 
of property which had been created 
by him or by his predecessors in 
title, and the reduction did not repre- 
sent any great degree of generosity. 
Too often it was only bare justice. 
A remarkable fact in connection with 
the second-term rents had not been 
mentioned, viz., that the earlier batch of 
second-term rents, were rents which had 
been fixed at the expiration of the fif- | 
teen years term from the earlier first 
judicial rents, which it had been acknow- | 
ledged were fixed, not upon a fair basis 
at all, but in the hope that times would | 
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demand which had come from all quarters 
of the Committee for the abolition of 
this minimum price. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 
ney, S.) said nothing had surprised him 
more than the astonishment which had 
been expressed on the other side of the 


‘House at the establishment of these 


zones. So far from their having been 
the invention of the Government, as the 
hon. Member for the Harbour Division 
of Dublin appeared to suggest, they were 
distinctly the result of the Land Con- 
ference, and the Government had simply 
carried out the principle of that Report, 
that there should be two zones, one for 
rents fixed before, and another for rents 
fixed after 1896. The reason 30 per 
cent. had been selected was as plain as 
possible. The Conference Report had 
suggested a minimum reduction of 15 
per cent. and a maximum reduction of 
25 per cent., but the Chief Secretary, 
desiring to enlarge the limits, added 5 
per cent. at each end, so that the 15 per 
cent. minimum became 10 per cent. and 
the 25 per cent. maximum became 30 
percent. It was alleged to be absurd to 
fix any maximum reduction. He failed 
to see how any of the Gentlemen who 
signed the Conference Report could say 


‘that, because they themselves declared 


there ought to be a maximum reduction. 
The arguments of the Chief Secretary 
had been in the interest, not of the 


landlords, but of the smooth working of 


the Bill. The remainder-man was un- 


improve. Some of the reductions approxi- | doubtedly protected by the maximum 
mated to 18 or 20 per cent., but on| reduction being fixed. and it would also 
the rents which had come in lately, form-| minimise the capacity of the tenant for 
ing the bulk of the first-term rents, the | life to cheat, if he had any such desire. 
percentage of reduction had diminished, | As to the suggestion that the abolition 
and in some cases the rents had even|of the limitation would increase the 
been increased. Consequently the zone of | security of the British taxpayer, in one 
prices required to be recast altogether, | sense that was so, but he would point 
and to fix any rigid and unalterable | out that if a man lent money for which 
limits was to close one’s eyes to facts as | the security was sufficient, there was no 
they at present existed in I.eland. He! reason whatever for asking for more. 
appealed to the right hon. Gentleman! Under the limits proposed the taxpayer 
not to shut his eyes and ears to the| had ample security, and the security 
Mr. Flynn. 
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would not be much increased by simply | knew what he was capable of, and he 
reducing the amount of the advance made | interpreted his speech to mean that he 
upon it. All desired to settle the matter | was going to give the maximum price 
amicably if possible, and the Chief Secre- | his minimum support, and to give the 
tary had expressed his willingness to | minimum price no support at all. But 
enter into some compromise, but no| he assured the Chief Secretary that he 
special grievance had been pointed out. | need not be in the slightest degree afraid 
Surely it was possible to point out the | of the Solicitor-General for England. 
particular classes of tenants that would | The right hon. Gentleman was Member 
be adversely affected by the Bill. The for the University of Dublin, and Mem- 
Chief Secretary having expressed his | bers for that University in the past, 
willingness to consider any cases of hard- | although faithful to the University, 
ship that could be brought before him, | had been still more faithful to the salaries 
he suggested that hon. Members opposite | they got as law officers of the Crown. 
ought to accept the clause as it stood, | Why was the maximum reduction re- 
and rely upon the promise of the Chief | tained at all? He had come to the con- 
Secretary to endeavour to meet such | ciasion that the right hon. Gentleman 
cases. | was doubtful of the success of the Bill, 
| that he believed a compulsory measure 

Mr. KILBRIDE said that since | Would eventually have to be introduced, 
the Amendment was moved the Com-|and that he desired to be able to say 
mittee had had the benefit of two or_| that, as in a voluntary Bill, the landlords 
three speeches from the Chief Secre-| Were given eighteen or twenty-two years 
tary, but he was bound to say that | purchase, they ought in a compulsory 
the right hon. Gentleman had done | Bill to have three or four years purchase 


neither himself nor the Committee | 2dded. Otherwise he could not imagine 
None was more capable of |why the right hon. Gentleman adhered 
making a good case for himself than | to thisprovision. Presumably he desired 
the right hon. Gentleman, but a lamer | that the responsibility for the success of 
excuse than that which he had put for- | the Bill should be shared by the Govern- 
ward for the retention of this proposal | ment of the day with the hon. and 


hed mover been made in the Monce of | learned Member for Waterford and the 
Commons. Sitting on that bench the | Irish Parliamentary Party; he was 


right hon. Gentleman looked very much | surely anxious to be in a position to say 
like a man suffering from gross intimi- | that the Irish Members had supported 


dation. On his right hand sat the/|the Bill and pledged their honour that 
Attorney-General for Ireland, acting as|the tenant farmers would meet their 
a kind of buffer between him and the | ¢"8@sements; but by refusing to accept 
Solicitor-General for England. That | this Amendment the right hon. Gentle- 
right hon. Gentleman said at Oxford the rentbve-sredapramenredivens 


; ; the Irish Members to his own shoulders. 
other day that he was going to give the | p),, right hon. Gentleman assented to 
Bill the minimum of his support. He/ that. Were they then to understand 
had been acquainted with the right hon. | that the right hon. Gentleman was not 
Gentleman for a good many years, and | in the slightest degree anxious to have 


2Q2 


justice. 
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the support of the hon. Member for 
Waterford in the endeavour to make 
this Bill a success ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Most anxious. 


Mr. KILBRIDE 
the Chief Secretary the advisability of 
meeting the Amendment of the hon. 
and learned Member for Waterford in a 
more generous spirit. The right hon. 
Gentleman thought the poorer lands of 
Ireland were worth twenty-two years 
purchase, whilst the richest and best 
land inCounty Meath or Dublin County 
was only worth twenty-eight years pur- 
chase. Therefore, there was only a 
margin of six years between the richest 
and the poorest land in Ireland. If the 
poorerlandsof Ireland were worth twenty- 


suggested _to 


two years purchase—he did not admit it 
—the richest lands were worth nearer 
forty-four than twenty-eight years pur- 
chase. The right hon. Gentleman had 
not explained the reason for this pro- 
vision, which could not be a safeguard 
to the English taxpayer. The hon. Mem- 
ber for South Tyrone talked about agri- 
cultural slums, and he thought that was 
a very good phrase, because it brought 
home to the average English mind the 
vast difference between the poorest and 
richest parts of Ireland. He would ask 
hon. Members if the slums of London 
were worth twentytwo years purchase 
how much was the West End worth? 
The Chief Secretary was convinced that 
‘wentv eight and a half years purchase 
was the full price for the best land in 
Ireland. Asa practical farmer he had no 
hesitation in saying that if the best land 
in Ireland was worth ony twenty-eight 


years purchase the poorest land was not 


worth more than fourteen years pur- 
Mr. Kilbride. 
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chase. Again, this was an arrangement 
to hold good for sixty-eight years, and, 
in the opinion of the Government, a 
reduction of 10 per cent. in some cases 
was adequate to meet any present agri- 
cultural depression or any depression 
that they were likely to have to,face 
during the next sixty-eight years. He 
did not think it was adequate. They 
had been told that the Irish purchasers 
had been paying their instalments most 
punctually, but the Committee had not 
been told why the tenants had so re- 
gularly met their engagements. The price 
of store cattle had been largely increased 
because for some years they had kept out 
of this country Argentine cattle. Many 
of the farms that came under this Bill 
were occupied by men who lived by 
breeding and rearing cattle. This Bill 
would not affect the man who bought 
store cattle and turned them out as fat 
cattle. What guarantee had any occupier 
of land in Ireland that the existing law 
with regard to the importation of cattle 
would continue for the next sixty-eight 
years? Four years ago an Act was 
passed compelling all foreign cattle to be 
slaughtered within six days of their being 
landedinthiscountry. Withinthenextfew 
years the House of Commons might pass 
an Act giving free access to store cattle all 
over England and Scotland. Whenever 
the Norfolk or Forfarshire farmers were 
allowed to import and feed these store 
cattle the rearers and breeders of young 
stock in Ireland would be unable to meet 
For that reason the 
If the 


Government insisted upon maintaining 


their instalments. 
minimum price ought to go. 


the minimum price they would relieve the 
leaders of the Nationalist Party of all 
responsibility under the Bill, and they 
would have no guarantee that the ‘Bill 


would work in Ireland. 
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The Government had had warnings 
in abundance ; Members 
who were anxious 
put to the agrarian struggle in 
{reland. He had taken part in that 
struggle now fora good many years, and 
he had never yet had the satisfaction of 
meeting the Solicitor-General for Ireland 
under 


from hon. 
to see an end 


adverse circumstances. The 
Solicitor-General for Ireland sat in the 
House of Commons by virtue of land- 
lords’ votes, while the Attorney-General 
sat in the House by virtue of the votes 
of tenant farmers. Therefore he was 
most anxious to see whether they both 
agreed upon this question of a minimum 
price, and he hoped they would both 
express their views. He did not think 
that all the blame should be placed upon 
the shoulders of the Chief Secretary, and 
he never knew an Irishman who was 
not always ready to go to the relief of 
his comrade in distress. He did not 
think that the hon. and gallant Member 
for North Armagh was more gallant 
than the hon. Member for Dublin Uni- 
versity. He hoped the Attorney-General 
would give them the views of the 
farmers of Derry, and that the Solicitor- 
General would express the opinions of 
the Irish landlords and the Irish 
ecclesiastics, and {in expressing that 
opinion he hoped charity would cover a 
multitude of sins. He was sure the 
Chief Secretary was desirous of seeing 
this trouble finished, and that his name 
should be honourably associated with 
the final settlement of this question. 
The right hon. Gentleman was not alone 
actuated by British interests, for he 
believed he was actuated by the belief 
that great good would be done to 
Imperial interests by a satisfactory 
settlement of this question. He believed 
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an honest and patriotic desire to raise 
and elevate the poorer class of Irish 
tenant farmers, and that he was anxious 
to do all he could to benefit the Irish 
people as a whole. Unless the Chief 
Secretary met the suggestions of the 
Members for Waterford and Cork, his 
Bill would not work ; it would not settle 
the Irish agrarian difficulty, and ina few 
years, whatever Party was in power 
would see the time and patience of the 
House again put to the test in order to 
endeavour to arrive at a final settlement 
of the Irish difficulty. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) doubted 
whether it was any use arguing further 


with the Government in a reasonable 
way upon this question. He thought, 


however, that the House ought to pause 
long and well before it took the action 
which it was about to take. He believed 
that the result of the vote which the 
Committee was about to give would be 
ar-reaching beyond the expectations off 
many hon. Members who would vote for 
the Government proposal with a light 
heart. As the hon. and learned Member 
for Waterford had said, past legislation 
for Ireland had been spoiled because they 
had always ignored the voice of Ireland 
as constitutionally expressed through its 
representatives. They had had about forty 
Land Acts, all o: which had failed, and 
they had failed because they had ignored 
the voice of Ireland. On _ previous 
occasions their case had not been as 
strong as it was to-day, and the Govern- 
ment were about to lose one of the greatest 
opportunities ever offered to any Govern- 
ment to settle this question. If they did 
not seize this opportunity the responsi- 
bility would be upon themselves. The 
Nationalist Party had gone a long way 





in endeavouring to bring peace to Ireland, 
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and he could say with all sincerity to | this Amendment, Parliamentary +overn- 
the landlords that they did not dream a’ ment, so far as Ireland was concerned, 
year ago that the terms which they ‘would be a farce and a scandal. They 
were now scouting would be offered to| were about to go into the Division 
them. Because the bonus had fallen | Lobby, and in all probability the Irish 
short of what they expected, the Irish representatives would be ninety strong. 
landlords were now endavouring to There would certainly be one absentee. 
squeeze out of the unfortunate tenant An hon. Member was now in a dungeon 
that bonus which had been withheld cell, kept there by the Executive Govern- 
from them. Upon this question the ment. 

voice of Ireland was expressed in no un- 
certain tone. Ulster, Munster, Leinster, 
and Connaught joined with one voice in 
proclaiming that the Amendment de- 
manded by his hon. friend was necessary 
for the settlement of the agrarian ques- 
tion, but against the voice of Ireland 
they had the voice of England and of 
English and of Scotch hon. Members 
who knew very little about the Irish 
question, and they were going to vote 


the Irish representatives down in the Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not wish the 
Division Lobby. By taking this course ines fot op teens cng spallee to 
Sea gepprrns Ei ee Meveanmens wees ey Executive Government in the 
rejecting the hand of friendship which atin Tk he dat te tha Ms 
was cordially extended to them by the Genssnnaet to aqui 0 view ine wig 
Irish people, and they were giving the 

King a queer send-off upon his approach- | leanne 
ing visit to Ireland by ignoring the voice} \sp SWIFT MACNEILL said the hon: 
of Ireland upon this question as eX-| Member was imprisoned at the instance 
pressed by her representatives. Now | of g gentleman who had been appointed 
they found Irish landlords scouting , Member of the Privy Council. He 
terms which a year ago not a single one hoped the Irish public would take proper 
of them ever expected. He did not ¢ognisance of certain matters connected 
know what the result would be, but with this debate. The First Lord of the 


Mr. WYNDHAM sasaid the prisoner 
was retained under an order of a Court, 
and it was not a matter on which the 
Executive Government was entitled even 
to express an opinion. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said he was 
glad the right hon. Gentleman was 
ashamed of the action, and that he dis- 
sociated himself from it. 


judging from past experience, by the Treasury was only here for about five 





course the Government were pursuing, | minutes, and the Irish law officers had 
he thought they were adding by this | not spoken in the debate at all. The Chief 
Bill another to the many dismal failures | Secretary had been generalled by Castle 


which had been passed for Ireland. ‘lawyers all through the debate. The: 


| one Irish representative who had spoken 

Mr. SWIFT MAONEILL (Donegal, | against the Amendment was a gentleman 

S.) said he felt very much humiliated by | who had always acted in that way. 

the position in which they were placed | One Irishman who did not represent an: 

at present. If the Committee rejected | Irish constituency had also taken a 
Mr. Power. 





ee, eee, i ls 
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similar course. 
recollect the action of the hon. Member 
for York, and feel sorrow and regret 
that this great Land Bill had been 
“butchered” to make a 


holiday. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.) said he | 
rose for the purpose of impressing on the | 
Committee that on this question the. 


tenant farmers of Ulster were at one 


with the tenant *farmers of the other | 


three provinces. He could imagine no 
more signal proof of the absolute in- 
capacity of this House to govern Ireland 


than the manner in which the united | 


demand of the Irish people had been 
met with reference to this clause. Two 
great objections had been urged. The 


first was to the proposal to set upa limit | 


of price under this clause, and the 
second was to the placing of non-judicial 
rents on the same plane as the judicial 
rents. The second point had been to 
some exteit met by the compromise 
suggested, but the first objection re- 
mained. The arguments on the first 
point were so overwhelming that 
personally he could imagine no reason 
whatever for the action of the Chief 
Secretary, except perhaps want of 
courage in the face of the Clonbrocks, 
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Ireland would always | 


landlords’ | 
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the measure. A demand had been made 
for some years past by the Nationalist 
Party for powers of compulsory purchase 
as a means of settling the land question, 
and that demand had been resolutely 
resisted by the Government. But in 
this Bill compulsion had been proposed in 
another direction, and he would suggest 
| that, seeing what was sauce for the goose 
was sauce for the gander, they should have 
compulsion all round. and not compulsion 
on the tenantonly. In the present form 
| of Clause I. the Bill absolutely justified 
the description which had been given of 
‘it by many critics as a landlords’ relief 
Bill. 


Under the present Land Purchase 
Acts the first-term rents had been at 
as low a figure as fourteen years pur- 
chase, and the average purchase price 
last year was eighteen years. Now the 
Irish landlords wanted an average price 
of something like twenty-five years and 
a bonus as well in the direction of 
meeting the law costs. Altogether they 
_were looking for thirty years instead of 
eighteen years purchase which they 
were glad to get last year. An agree- 
/ment of that kind would obviously be a 
most improvident one for the tenant 
farmers to rush into. It would be a 
serious one in the event of any future 





Londonderrys, and Ardilauns who had | slump in agricultural produce in Ireland. 
been haunting the precincts of the It had been pointed! out by various 
House for some days past. The im- | speakers that the result to thisclass was 
mediate effect of the clause as it stood | calculated to be injurious to the interest 
would be to raise the price of the poorer |of the British taxpayer. He was not 
class of holdings, and it was exactly this | concerned about John Bull's pocket. 
class of holdings that stood most in need | John Bull was receiving from Ireland 
of efficient watching on the part of the | £2,000,000 or £3,000,000 in excess 
Irish representatives and on the part ' taxation, and he could afford to lose a 
of the State. The clause absolutely | little on land purchase. What the Irish 
violated the voluntary principle which representatives were concerned with was 
was supposed to have been the basis of | that no risk should be run of the people 
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being put in the position of repudiating 
any contract into which they entered. 
He was afraid if the clause was passed 
in its present form, the result might be 
that the more thoughtless class of 
tenant farmers would rush in to buy, 
and that they would be unable to fulfil 
the obligations into which the Govern- 
ment were inducing them to enter. 


{COMMONS} 





The responsibility would rest on the 
Government if they deliberately forced 
upon the tenants terms which they knew 
full well the tenants would be unable to 
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not been done. He appealed to the 
representatives of the Government to 
consider even yet, before the division 
was taken on this question, whether 
they could not suggest some reasonable 
compromise. It would avert the danger 
of a sharp conflict in this House, and it 
would avoid the deep disappointment 
that would be created in Ireland by the 
attitude of the Government. It would 
also enable them to enter upon the 
consideration of the other clauses of the 
Bill in a spirit of mutual goodwill. 








meet. 


If there was to be a minimum 
price one would have thought that the 
Government would have selected the mini- 
mum price which had prevailed under the 





Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 217; 


previous Purchase Acts, but that had Noes, 176, (Division List No. 118.) 
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*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he wished 
to move the omission of the following 
words from line 18 to line 21, “or of 
a holding which is not subject to a 
judicial rent, but the tenancy in which 
is, in the opinion of the Land Com- 
mission, a tenancy to which the Land Law 
Acts apply.” ‘The largest class of these 
holdings but 
there were thousands of present tenants 
who had never been in the Land Court 
at all. They had received abatements 
from the landlord, if not regularly, at 
all events There was 
another class of present tenants who 
would be included in these zones just 
as if they had had judicial rents fixed. 
There were tens of thousands of judicial 
tenants who had had their rents fixed 
for the first time under a condition of 


were future tenancies, 


periodically. 


the law as to improvements which had 
been changed by the Act of 1896. 
These tenants never had an opportunity 
of coming before the Land Court to 
get the advantage of the statute 
which the House intended they should 
get. These tenants had a right to 
have that fact taken 
There was also a large number of 


into account. 


tenants who had never gone into the 


| Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theo. C. (Radcliffe) 





Mr. Wood. 





all, but who were 
They were present 


Land Court at 
entitled to go in. 
tenants undoubtedly. 
might be given why they 
availed themselves of the privilege « 
going into the Land Court. They 
might have been in arrears of rent, 
and if they were, the landlord could 
them, future 
tenants on the spot. There was another 
class which had received periodical 
abatements of their rents 
landlords as the seasons pressed. There 
were landlords and landlords in Ireland. 
There were landlords who were good 
to their tenants, who took account of 
bad seasons, made 
abatements to them if they did not go 
intothe LandCourt. These tenants under 
the Bill were treated precisely as ordinary 
judicial tenants who would come under 
the zones. If the 
pass a just measure—he did not say 
it did or not—[An How. 
MEMBER on the Irish Benches: It 
doesn’t.|—that class of tenants who 
had not gone into Court but who had 


Many reasons 


had no: 


evict and create them 


from the 


and regularly 


House wanted to 


whether 


received avatements, should be dealt with 
separately. Their rent, minus these 


abatements, ought to be the existing 
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rent as defined by the Bill. There were 
also a large number of future tenants 
which consisted of several classes. A 
future tenant might have bought 
immediately after the Act of 1882 in the 
open market. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary might probably say 
that they took their chance, knowing 
the law. That was quite true; but 
there were a very considerable number 
of future tenants to whom that would 
not apply. These future tenants had 
been created by machinery which was 
perfectly well known to every Irish 
Member. They got into arrears, and 
eviction notices under the Act of 
1887 were served upon them which 
determined the tenancies. They be- 
came then caretakers, but 
they did not remain in occupation of 
the land as caretakers; they became 
instead future tenants. Thousands of 


simple 


tenants had been turned into future 
tenants by the eviction-made-easy clause 
of the Act of 1887, and many of them 
had never got an abatement at all. It 
was not possible that the Committee 
could place these tenants in the same 
position as tenants who had got abate- 
ments of from 20 to 38 per cent. His 
contention was that all these classes of 
tenants should be removed from this part 
of the zone, and treated as a separate class. 
With the view of inserting a new Sub- 


section later on, he begged to move, 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 18, to leave out from the 
figures ‘1896,’ to the word ‘if,’ in line 21.”— 
(Mr. T. W. Russell.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 


clause.”’ 
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Mr. WYNDHAM said that at an 
earlier hour of the day he had given 
his view that the future tenants in 
Ireland stood on a very different basis 
from the judicial tenants, and he had 
stated that, in order to arrive at an 
agreement, he was prepared to treat 
non-judicial tenants in a different spirit 
from judicial tenants. He had urged 
again and again that in his opinion 
it was very important to preserve 
judicial rents as the basis of this 
Bill, but he was not entitled to 
say that equal importance attached to 
it in cases where there was no judicial 
rent. The hon. Member instanced the 
case of future tenants. Of course, he 
could not be expected to agree with the 
hon. Member in his account of all the 
circumstances in which these tenancies 
He knew that 
tenancies might have been surrendered, 


had been terminated. 


and new tenants might have come in. 
Tenants might have been evicted because 
of the unhappy struggle, and had been 
put back nominally at the old rent. If 
he included non-judicial tenants within 
the zone, he would have to consider an 
Amendment on the Paper in the name of 
the hon. Member for Louth, stating that 
if such tenancies were retained, customary 
abatements must be taken in lieu of 
nominal rent, Ona point of that kind, 
desirous as he was to make progress with 
the Bill, he would far rather make a 
clean cut and leave tenancies without 
judicial rent outside the zone, but inside 
the estate, for the purposes of the bonus. 
But if he did that, he was making such 
a considerable addition to the categories 
which, even as the Bill stood, were out- 
side the zone, but inside the estate, that 
it would be expedient to put down a new 
clause of an explanatory character stating 
in so many words how the tenancies were 
to be dealt with. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY thanked the | 
Government for making this concession, | 
and for the spirit in which the right hon. 
Gentleman had spoken. However, he 
could not quite grasp what the right hon. | 
Gentleman’s proposal was, and he would 
like the Government to put their Amend- | 
ments on the Paper at as early a date as | 
possible. There was a class of future | 
tenants in whom he had an_ interest. | 
For instance, one whose rent was £60 a 
year was evicted because he went into | 
the Land Court, and a complete stranger | 
was put in who grabbed all the improve- | 
ments and got the farm at £40 a year. 
He had no sympathy with such future | 
tenants. Might he make the suggestion 
that the landlords did not know their own 
minds ; they were not an organised party. 
He denied the right of two or three 
Gentlemen on the Government side of 
the House to speak with authority on 
behalf of the tenants. He suggested 
that the Government should not close their 
minds with regard to this Amendment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that theGovern- 
ment accepted the Amendment. 


Mr. DILLON said chat this clause | 
was very complicated and difficult as it" 
stood, and they should be quite sure of ' 
their ground. He therefore thought | 
that the Government should put their | 
proposed new clause or Amendment on | 


the Paper. 


Question, put and negatived. 


Motion made— 
That the Committee do report Pro. 
wress, and ask leave to sit again. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


again To-imorrow. 
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Amendment agreed to. 
} 
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of the House. 

IRISH LAND [ADVANCES, ETC.]. 

Resolution reported. 

“That, for carrying out the provisions 
of any Act of the present session to 
amend the law relating to the occupation 
and ownership of land in Ireland, it is 
expedient— 

(a) To authorise the creation of 
capital stock for raising money 
required for the Irish Land Pur- 
chase Fund and the Land Pur- 
chase Aid Fund, and to authorise 
the National Debt Commission- 
ers to borrow and lend money 
for the purposes aforesaid, and 
to charge on the Consolidated 
Fund the payment of the divi- 
dends on such stock so far as not 
paid out of the income of the 
Irish Land Purchase Fund, and 
to authorise the payment out of 
money to be provided by Parlia- 
ment of sums sufticient to pay 
the dividends and Sinking Fund 
required for the Land Purchase 
Aid Fund. 

(b) To authorise the payment out 

of money to be provided by 

Parliament of the salaries of the 

Estates Commissioners, the 

Public Trustee, and of officers 

and persons employed by them, 

and of certain expenses of the 

Land Commission ; and 

(c) To authorise the payment out 
of the Consolidated Fund of 
superannuation allowances to 
certain Land Commissioners.’ 


Resolution agreed to. 


GUINEA POSTAL ORDERS BILL. 

Read a second time, and committed 

| for Tuesday next. 

| 

Adjourned at four minutes after 
Twelve o’clock. 
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1157 Questions. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 17th June, 1903. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


Winchester Water and Gas Bill. Lords 
Amendments considered, and agreed to. 


Wirral Railway Bill |{Lords|]. As 
amended, considered; to be read the 
third time. 


Metropolitan Police Provisional Order 
Bill. Reported, without Amendment 
[Provisional Order confirmed] ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 
PETITIONS. 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE BILL. 
Petitions against: from Clevedon ; 
Sidcup ; and Birmingham (two); to 
lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 
Petitions for alteration: from Hurl- 
ford; and Roberton; to lie upon the 
Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE'S SISTER BILL. 
Petitions against: from Oxford; and 
Durham ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
PROSECUTION OF OFFENCES ACTS, 
1879 AND 1884. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 16th June—JVJ/r. Cochrane} to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 209.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2996 to 3000 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


VOL. CXXIII, |FourtH SERIEs.] 
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EAST AFRICA (CONCESSIONS). 
Address for “Return, showing the 
names of the firms or individuals to 
whom concessions have been granted in 
East Africa or Uganda ; the exact nature 
and terms of those concessions; and the 


exact localities and areas of their opera- 
tion.” —(Mr. Malcolm.) 


IMPORTS AND EXPORTS. 

Return ordered, ‘‘ showing the imports 
and exports of the United Kingdom 
with foreign countries, self-governing 
colonies, India, and other British posses- 
sions separately, for the periods 1881-5, 
1886-90, and for each year since.”’— 
(Mr. Lambert.) 


PUBLIC INCOME AND EXPENDITURE, 
Return ordered, “ of net public income 
and net public expenditure under certain 
specified heads, as represented by receipts 
into and issued out of the Exchequer 
from 1880-81 to 1902-3, inclusive (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 323, of Session 1902).”—(Sir Henry 
| Fowler.) 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Unauthorised Baronets. 

Sir JOHN DORINGTON (Gloucester- 
shire, Tewkesbury): To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department, 
with reference to a petition presented to 
His Majesty signed by a large body 
of Baronets, has he any further infor- 
mation to give respecting the progress 
made in the consideration of the prayers 
contained in the petition, beyond that 
which he gave in December last; and 
whether he can state the number of 
unqualified persons at present using the 
title and assuming the rank of Baronet. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) In answer to the first part of 
the Question I can only say &that the 
matter is still under consideration. As 
regards the latter part, I have no infor- 
mation. 


Areas of Parliamentary Divisions. 

Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Holmfirth): To ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether 
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there is any Return giving the area in 
acres or in square miles of the various 
Parliamentary Divisions of the counties 
and boroughs ; and if not, whether he 
would be willing to give such a Return. 

(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) My right hon. friend has 
asked me to answer this Question. The 
area of the various Parliamentary con- 
stituencies will be found, given in acres, 
in Table V. of the Summary Tables of 
the Gensus of England and Wales, 1901 
(Cd. 1523). 


Board of Education—Grants and 
Contributions. 

Mr. H. J. WILSON: To ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
if he will explain the difference between 
annual grants to schools from the 
Government Departments, and contribu- 
tions from the same Departments. 


(Answered by Mr. Arthur Zlliot.) An- 
nual grants are made annually: contri- 
butions are not necessarily annual. They 
are generally made for some special 
purpose, though they may be continued 
in some instances over a period of years. 


British Cemetery at Corfu. 


{COMMONS} 





Mr. BROTHERTON (Wakefield): To | 


ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether His Majesty’s 
Ministers can say if they have been able 
to come to an understanding with the 


authorities of Corfu, whereby the old | 


British cemetery at Corfu can remain 
undisturbed. 


(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) His 
Majesty’s Government have made this 
matter the subject of the most careful 
inquiry, and have received separate 
reports from two officials who have visited 
the island. 
vince them that the most desirable course, 
and that most in accordance with the 
wishes of the British community, is to 
transfer the old cemetery to the local 
authorities on certain conditions, among 
which are the following :—(1) The work 
shall be supervised by a_ responsible 
person appointed by His Majesty’s 
Government, who shall be afforded every 
facility by the Greek authorities in order 
to ensure the transfer of the remains and 


The result has been to con- | 
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the monuments being efficiently and 
decently carried out ; (2) That the pro- 
posed assembly rooms shall not be built 
on the site of the old cemetery, but on 
the high ground above. I may add that 
in the new cemetery to which the remains 
will be transferred it will be possible to 
watch over the graves much more care- 
fully than has been the case heretofore. 


Questions. 


Time Limit of Telephone Trunk Valls. 
Mr. BROTHERTON: To ask the 


Postmaster-General if he can see his way 
to increase the time limit for trunk calls 
upon the telephone system of the Post 
Oftice from three to five minutes. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
Owing to the time required to obtain the 
connection of subscribers’ exchange lines 
with the trunk lines, not more than about 
twelve conversations an hour are possible 
under the best conditions on any trunk 
line with the three minutes limit. An 
increase in this limit would make the 
lines available for fewer subscribers, and 
would involve a proportionate increase in 
the charges for their use. As about 95 
per cent. of the present trunk line conver- 
sations are completed within three 
minutes, and as the traflic is practically 
confined to business hours, a general ex- 
tension, such as is suggested, would 
clearly not be to the advantage of the 
public. An extension of the limit be- 
tween 8 p.m. and 6 a.m. from three to 
six minutes was made in March to en- 
courage the use of the trunk lines at 
hours when hitherto they have been little 
used, 


Underground Telegraph Cable to 
Wakefield. 


Mr. BROTHERTON: To ask the 
Postmaster-General if he can state when 
an underground cable will be completed 
to Wakefield, so that telegraphic com- 
munications can be carried on inde- 
pendent of climatic conditions. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


‘I am not proposing to lay an under- 


ground cable to Wakefield. The under- 
ground line from Manchester to Leeds, 
which I hope to lay during the present 
year will run vi Bradford, and will 
render communication with Wakefield 
practically secure. 
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Schools under Section 1—Education 
Minute of 28th May. 


Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.): To ask the Lord Advocate 
what are the numbers of schools under 
each of the three Sub-sections of Section 
1 of the Education Minute of 28th May; 
and what is the amount estimated to be 
paid un er each Sub-section. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
According to the latest Returns the 
number of schools with an average 
attendance of 60 or under is 1,143 ; that 
of schools with an attendance between 
60 and 100 is 552 ; and that of schools 
between 100 and 150 is 322. Of these 
schools only a sma!l proportion were 
qualified by their staff for the special 
grants. But it is impossible to say what 
number may qualify by fulfilling the 
conditions during the three months 
ending 3lst December, 1903. 


Registry of Deeds Office, Dublin—Chief 
Clerkship. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY Louth, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether there is, 
or soon will be, a vacancy in the office 
of chief clerk in the Registry of Deeds 
Office, Dublin: and whether, seeing that 
of the four chief officers of the depart- 
ment at present only one is a Roman 
Catholic, he will, when the occasion 
arises, appoint a Roman Catholic to the 
chief clerkship. 


(Answered by Mr. Elliot.) A vacancy 
in the office of chief clerk in 
the Rezistry of Deeds Office, Dublin, 
will occur on the 7th July next. The 
Treasury will appoint the person con- 
sidered to be best qualified for the 
position, without reference to the 
religious denomination to which he may 
belong. 


Board of Agriculture—Promotion of 
Temporary Clerk to a Staff Appointment. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant ot 
Ireland whether, in view of the tact 
that the Treasury have consented to a 
temporary clerk with approximately two 
years service in the Department of 
Agriculture being placed on the per- 
manent establishment and also promoted 
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to a staff post, he will say if in making 
this staff appointment the claims of 
gentlemen engaged in the same depart- 
ment who have served for periods from 
nine to eleven years were considered, and 
whether any representations were con- 
currently made to the Treasury as regards 
these gentlemen ; and, if so, whether he 
can state the nature and result of such 
representations, the present salaries of 
the clerk recently promoted, and the 
other clerks who have longer service. 


(Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
answer to the first part of the Question 
is in the affirmative. Proposals were 
concurrently made to the Treasury with 
regard to the remuneration of a consider- 
able number of clerks of six years 
service and upwards, with the result 
that in several cases increases of salary 
were sanctioned. The scale of salary 
fixed for the staff post referred to is 
£190—£10—£250. The salaries of the 
unpromoted clerks with longer service 
vary from £90 to £200. 


Irish Poor Law Inquiry—Printing of 

vidence. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of lreland whether 
he will see that the printing of the 
evidence and the Report on the working 
of the Irish Poor Law system about to be 
taken is executed in Ireland. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
printing required to be done by the Poor 
Law Commission will be executed, in the 
ordinary course, in Ireland. 


Evening Schools in Ireland—Delay in 
Payment of Teachers’ Salaries. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland why it is 
that moneys earned by teachers of even- 
ing schools have been delaye! ‘n many 
cases over three months ; whether some 
steps will be taken to secure more 
prompt payment in future. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) I am 
informed by the Commissioners that, in 
consequence of the very large increase 
in the number of evening schools in 
Ireland, it has been found impracticable 
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to deal with the reports as rapidly as | 
had been anticipated. The fees are sent 
to the managers as soon as possible after 
the close of the session in every case 
where the conditions have been complied 
with and the final reports received from 
the inspectors. The payments will be 


completed in all regular cases in a week | 


or ten days. 


South African War Medals. 


Str JOHN LENG (Dundee): Toaskthe 
Secretary of State for War. ifhe willinform 
the House what number of medals with 
clasps were issued to officers and men 
who served in South Africa, distinguish. 
ing the seversl classes of medals and 
recipients, and also the number of 
medals without clasps issued to nurses 
who served in the hospitals during the 
war. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Brodrick.) 
The actual number of medals and clasps 
issued to officers and men cannot be 
obtained without a laborious examina- 
tion of all the medal rolls concerned, a 
work which would delay the distribution 
of those still unissued. The number of 
Queen’s South African medals issued to 
nurses is 962. 


Army—Promotion of Colonels. 


Masor RASOH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
if he could state on what principle pro- 
motions in the Generals List are carried 
out ; and whether he will explain why 
four officers who received the rank of 
colonel in 1889 (nine years before the 
latest appointment), all obtaining pro- 
motion as a result of war service, have 


been superseded. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
Promotion to the ranks of Major-General 
and Lieutenant-General is now given 
either to officers who have been selected 
to fill certain specified appointments, 
which it has been decided shall carry 
the rank of Major-General or Lieutenant- 
General respectively, or for distinguished 
service. The selection of officers for 
appointment carrying the rank of Major- 
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General is made from the Colonels List, 
and seniority does not influence the ap- 
pointments. 


Questions. 


- see 


Home Service for 2nd Battalion Royal 
Dublin Fusiliers. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, S.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
2nd Battalion Royal Dublin Fusiliers, 
after losing nearly 400 men and twenty 
officers in killed and wounded in the late 
war, were sent from South Africa to 
Aden, where they have now been for two 
summers; and whether, in view of the 
trying character of this station, he will 
state why the War Office sent a regi- 
ment which has rendered the country 
such services to such a station, and 
when will the regiment be relieved. 


(Answered hy Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
This battalion has been temporarily 
detained at Aden owing to certain mili- 
tary exigencies which have not yet 
ceased. It is not yet possible to state 
when the battalion can be relieved. 


Women on Education Committees. 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) : 
To ask the Secretary to the the Board 
of Education have sanctioned Board of 
Education in how many cases schemes 
which make provision for the election 
of one woman only; and whether 
he will state on what ground these 
schemes have been sanctioned, in view of 
the provision of The Education Act, 1902, 
requiring the inclusion of women as well 
as men among the members of the 
Education Committee. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) 
While there are a number of schemes, 
the provisions of which would be satisfied 
by the presence of one woman on the 
Committee, there are practically none 
under the provisions of which, in the 
opinion of the Board, the presence of 
more than one woman is impossible. The 
Board of Education are advised that the 
requirements of Section 17 (3) (c) are satis- 
fied by the provision in a scheme for the 
presence of one woman only, especially 
having regard to the provisions of 
Section 1 (1) (b) of the Interpretation 


| Act, 1889. 
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Condemned Army Rations. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War, can 


he give the details as to amounts and. 


nature of Army rations burned near 
Pretoria during April last as being unfit 
for food ; did those stores chiefly consist 
of tinned rations ; and, if so, can he state 
whether they were soldered tins, or what 
is known in the trade as non-soldered. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR(Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : 
The number of rations burned was 
1,699,382. They were all “meat and 
vegetable ratious ” in tins, of which about 
two-thirds were soldered and the rest 
non-soldered. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Can the right hon. Gentleman say 
if the rations were all unsound, and will 
he state the name of the firm that sup- 
plied these unsound rations. 


Mr. BRODRICK: They] had been 
landed for a long period, and some com- 
plaint having been made of a certain 
issue, an immediate investigation was 
made. In consequence, the rations were 
immediately destroyed. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman give the name 
of the contractor, and the length of 
time the rations had been in Africa 
before they became bad. 


Mr. PIRIE: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman received the Report he called 
for from the (General Officer Command- 
ing in South Africa, and will he 
publish it. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I do not know 
that there is any fault to be found with 
the contractor; and I am not sure that 
the supplies had not been kept for a 
longer period than was intended. But 
I do not know that there would be any 


objection to publishing the names of the | 
contractors when I receive them. As| 


to the Report of the General Officer, there 
were certain cases in which the rations 
distributed had been complained of. 
Thereupon an investigation was made, 
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|and it was found that deterioration had 
taken place in a considerable portion of 
the rations. 


| Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: What 
was the total value of the rations 
destroyed. 


(Questions. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Questions as to the 
names of the contractors and the value 
of the rations destroyed ought to be 
asked for after notice given. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May 
I explain. I did put such a Question 
down, and the right hon. Gentleman 
asked me to postpone it. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 
Are rations in unsoldered tins still being 
used % 


Mr. BRODRICK: Tinned meats of 
various kinds are being used, but I 
cannot say whether they are unsoldered 
or not. There is no question as to laying 
Papers. It is the most simple question 
in the world. A large amount of supplies 
was left on our hands at the conclusion 
of the war. They would have been used 
in the next three or four months ; but 
owing to the great reduction in the 
troops they have remained over for 
more than a year, and some have de- 
teriorated and have been destroyed. 
There is no objection to giving the 
names of the contractors and the values 
of the rations. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackman- 
nan and Kinross) rose to put a further 
Question. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, Order! This 
matter must not be debated by way 
of Question and Answer. 


Enlistment of Recruits—Age Regulations. 


Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War what measures 
have been taken to give effect to the 
Resolution of 25th March as to the age 
for enlistment, agreed to by this House 
on the Motion of the Secretary of State ; 
and can he state what effect such measures 
have had upon recruiting for the regular 
infantry. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: If a_ recruit’s other Report or statement thereon from 


“apparent age,” as decided by the medical 
officer, is less than the standard, the 
recruit is required to produce satisfactory 
evidence that he is of the necessary age. 
The recruiting for the regular infantry 
since 25th March has been somewhat in 
excess of the average of the last three 
years. 


Mr. PIRIE: Am I to understand that 
no steps have been taken since the 
Resolution was passed ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: 
question of age is carefully investigated, 
and where doubt exists proof is required. 


- 


Army Veterinary Department. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he can state what steps he pro- 
poses taking to fill the thirty-five vacancies 
in the Army Veterinary Department, see- 
ing that only five candidates are forth- 
coming at present. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am not yet ina 
position to state what steps will be taken. 


Gunnery in the Mediterranean Fleet. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty has he now received the 


further particulars required to complete 
the Report called for on 11th May as to 
the firing away, on 29th April last, in 
two hours, by eight battleships of the 
Mediterranean Fleet, of 10,513 rounds of 
ammunition, valued at £875, at ranges 
from 600 to 1,800 yards; is he aware 
that the whole practice took place at 
over 1,800 yards, and that at that distance 
it is impossible to see the splash of a one- 


inch rifle bullet in the water ; that there | 


was no marking in respect of 9,615 
rounds out of the 10,513, and that it 


was consequently of no utility in im- | 


proving marksmanship. In what 


respects did this practice depart from | 
the | 


the Admiralty regulation that 
attainment of good shooting and pro- 
ficiency in gunnery are always to be 


considered as taking precedence over all. 


other duties. Is the Report already 


received one made by the Commander- | 


in-Chief himself on his own action in 
ordering this practice, and have the 
Admiralty called for or received any 


I have said the| 


any gunnery or other officer. Why is 
it that up to 18th May some of the 
battleships and first-class cruisers in this 
fleet had only had three half-days 
gunnery practice since lst January, and 
that one ship had not had that; and 
has any explanation of this been called 
for from the Commander-in-Chief ; and, 
in view of the practice that the reasons 
of failure in gunnery practice are con- 
sidered by the Admiralty, and such 
steps taken with regard to the indivi- 
dual officers concerned as in the opinion 
of the Admiralty are required, what 
steps have been taken in the case of this 
individual officer. 


*THe SECRETARY To tur ADMIR. 
ALTY (Mr. ARNoLD-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): As I informed my hon. friend on 
the 9th June, + the Commander-in-Chief 
has been asked to furnish a further 
Report with regard to some details of 
the firing on the occasion referred to. 
This Report has not yet been received, 
and until it is received I am unable to 
state to what extent, if at all, the prac- 
tice failed to conform to the Admiralty 
regulations, or what were the reasons 
which led the Commander-in-Chief to 
vary the regulation practice, if any such 
variation occurred. The i:eport which 
has been received is from the Commander- 
in-Chief, and contains the detai's as to 
the number of rounds fired and other 
particulars, which | have already com- 
municated to the House. No Report 
from any subordinate officer has been 
called for. The information which the 
hon. Member seeks in the last paragraph 
of his Question will not reach the 
Admiralty until the half-yearly Returns 
of Progress in Gunnery are sent in. If, 
when they are received, it be found 
| necessary to take any special action, the 
| Board of Admiralty will take such 
action in the way, and at the time, which 
they consider most advantageous to the 
interests of the Service. 1 venture to 
think that it is not desirable that every 
exercise of the discretion of the Board 
in respect of any partcular ship or 
officer should be made the subject of 
Question and Answer in the House of 
Commons. The action of the Board in 
|this, and in other matters concerning 
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the discipline and order of the Fleet | his command whose duty it is to super- 
must, I submit, be judged as a whole, | intend and take part in the gunnery 
and, as long as the Board retains the | exercises of the Fleet are responsible, in 
confidence of Parliament, it must be | their several degrees, for the shooting 
trusted to exercise the discretion which | carried out by them vor under their 
is conferred upon it. orders. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Does the Naval Cadets. 
hon. Gentleman hold that no Questions ON 2. 
should be asked in this House as to the Pigg ios rg peg tte “ee 
exercise of the discretion of the Board 4 many candidates between the ages of 
7 - ._| twelve and thirteen for naval cadetships 
*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: That is : ‘ 
not the point, I suggest that no Question wate a ag ve — _— 
diate "ts adel as 6 é particular nominate or the next examination : 
officer with regard to a hypothetical and how many of these are candidates 
punishment, and in respect of a contin- Se SUES: ee Gaene ene ee 
ie which ie teats eae #2 putt agree that the candidate, if successful, 
gency : yor Se should, at the discretion of the Admir- 
alty, be posted to any one of the three 
branches of Engineers, Executives, or 
Marines. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : That is not 
my Question. 





| 

*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The hon. | 

Member asks ‘‘in view of the practice) *Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The First 
that the reasons of failure in gunnery | Lord has not yet given any nominations 
practice are considered by the Admiralty, | for the examination in question. The 
and such steps taken with regard to the | announcement which appeared in the 
individual officers concerned as, in the | newspapers of the 26th May, as to the 
opinion of the Admiralty, are required, | course which the First Lord has decided 
what steps have been taken in the case of | tofollow with regard tothesenominations, 
this individual officer.’ That Question |is being adhered to. The number of 
is directed to ascertaining whether any | candidates who are prepared to join any 
offence has been committed by an in-| one of the three branches of the service 
dividual officer, and whether, if so, any | is so great that no candidate will be 
particular action is necessary, and I say | nominated on whose behalf this under- 
that no such contingency has arisen. taking has not been given. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I will put) Mp GIBSON BOWLES: Then there 
the Question down in another form. is to be no option. Every child who is 


; ; nominated must become interchangeable. 
Efficiency in Naval Gunnery. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to| *yp0 ARNOLD-FORSTER: Not 





ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether, .in view of the decision which 
had been arrived at by the Admiralty 
on 19th May, that no advantage to the 
service would accrue from causing it to 
be understood that the retention by 
admirals and captains of their respective 
commands will in future depend on the 
adequate shooting efficiency of the 
fleet: or ships under their orders, he 
will inform the House what officers of a 
fleet or ship are held responsible for 
inadequate shooting efficiency. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The Com- 
mander-iu-Chief and all officers under 











necessarily. Circumstances will decide 
the action of the parents. If the 
number of candidates entering continues 
to be as great, parents will see it is use- 
less to enter boys for a single nomina- 
tion. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): Will the candidates who get the 
highest marks not be given their choice. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : No, Sir, 
nor will it be necessary to make the 
choice for eight years after the ex- 
amination has.taken place. 
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Naval Medical and Accountant Officers. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): I 
beg to ask the 
Admiralty ii, in the re-adjustment of the 


Questions. 


relative ranks of medical and accountant | 


officers of the Royal Navy, the position 
of senior assistant paymasters is to be 
removed; whether the rank of staff 
paymaster is to be abolished and an 
increased rank to be given to the senior 
officers of the department corresponding 
with that of chief paymasters in the 
Army. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: As I 
informed the hon. Member for South 
Meath on the 27th May,? an announce- 
ment on this subject may be expected 
shortly. I must ask the hon. Gentleman, 
therefore, to await this announcement, 
as no useful purpose could be served by 
giving information on points of detail 
pending the publication of the scheme 
as a whole. 


Great Britain and Servia. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
His Majesty's Government have had any 
diplomatic relations with the new 
Servian Government ; and whether His 
Majesty’s Government intend to recog- 
nise in any way the men or the repre- 
sentatives of the men guilty of the 
recent murders. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg also 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury, 


can he now state what attitude 
His Majesty's Government propose 
to adopt towards the persons now 


assuming to act as the Government of 
Servia; and whether any communica- 
tions are proceeding with Foreign 
Powers with a view to common or 
concerted action. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): As I stated 
on Monday, } diplomaticrelations between 
this country and Servia came to an end 
with the death of King Alexander and 
have not been renewed. His Majesty’s 





+ See (4) Debates, exxiii, 17. 
+ See page 946. 
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Secretary to the \ ] ‘ : 
‘Servian capital by withdrawing His 


arrested and following the 
several hours, the commander released. 
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Government have considered whether 
they should mark their reprobation of 
the crime which has disgraced the 


Questions. 


Majesty’s representative at Belgrade. 
It has, however, been thought that, for 
the present, Sir G. Bonham should 
remain at his post, in order that he may 
watch and report upon events and that 
he may take whatever steps are necessary 
to protect British interests. He will 
not be accredited to the new Govern- 
ment nor will any steps be taken to 
accord official recognition to it until we 
are in possession of fuller information as 
to the circumstances under which it has 
come into power. We understand that 
the Powers in regard to whose attitude 
His Majesty’s Government have received 
information are instructing their repre- 
sentatives to accept the provisional 
Government as the de facto authority 
with which current business is to be 
transacted. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is it 
the intention of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to demand from the new Servian 
Government the punishment of these 
murderers ; and, in view of what has 
happened, wil! the Government remove 
the regicide’s statue from this House ? 


Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stowmarket): 
If the British Minister in Servia is not 
accredited what will his position be ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That question 
relates to one of the technical subtleties 
of diplomatic usage, and should be 
addressed after notice to the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs. 


Interference with British Fishermen on 
the Dutch Coasts. 


Mr. DOUGHTY (Great Grimsby): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he is aware 
that the Dutch gunboat ‘“ Zeehond” 
arrested and boarded on the high seas 
the British steam trawler “Sete,” and 
ordered him to haul his gear and follow 
him to New Dieppe; that the captain 


of the trawler protested, and proved that 
-he was fishing between eight and nine 


miles from the land; that after being 
unboat for 
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him, stating that he had made a mistake, 
interpreting the regulation limit line to 
be twelve miles instead of three miles ; | 
and whether, in view of the loss to the | 
owners, the captain, and crew in this | 
case, and of the interference with British 
fishermen by the gunboats on the Dutch | 
and German coasts, he will cause a full | 
inquiry to be made. 


Questions. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord | 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): The matter 
has already been brought to the notice 
of the Foreign Office by the owners ; and 
His Majesty’s Minister at the Hague, 
under instructions from the Secretary of 
State, has already called the attention of 
the Dutch Government to the case, and 
has asked to be furnished with the 
results of the official inquiry into the 
matter. 


Ministry of Commerce. 


Mr. HOULT (Cheshire, Wirrall): I 
heg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer if he will state what arrange- 
ments have been made for conducting 
the promised inquiry to consolidate the 
commercial and trade interests of the 
country in one Department ; what is the 
present position of the inquiry; and 
when he expects it to be completed. 


*THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. RitcHtg, Croydon): 
The terms of reference to the proposed 
Committee will be as _ follows:—‘ To 
consider the position and duties of the 
Board of Trade and of the Local 
Government Board, and to report 
whether any, and, if so, what altera- 
tions should be made in the constitution 
and status of these offices ; also whether. 
in the interests of administrative 
efficiency, any re-arrangement of duties 
between these Departments and other 
Government Departments is desirable.” | 
I am glad to say that Lord Jersey has 
agreed to be Chairman, and I hope to be 
able to announce very shortly the names 
of the other members of the Committee. 


The Fiscal Inquiry. 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of | 
the Exchequer whether the proposed 
inquiry into the fiscal system is to be) 
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undertaken at the public expense; and 
whether any Vote will appear on the 
Estimates with regard to it. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The proposed inquiry 
will be undertaken by the public Depart- 
ments concerned, and I do not anticipate 
that it will involve any expenditure 
which would require a special Vote. 


Bovine Tuberculosis—Report of Royal 
Commission. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whecher, in view of 
the fact that the Report of the Royal 
Commission on Bovine Tuberculosis has. 
been issued to officials, he will explain 
the delay in issuing it tothe public; and 
whether the Government are considering 
the necessity of scheduling tuberculosis. 
and paying compensation for confiscations. 
made in the public interest. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WaLTER 
Lone, Bristol, S.): I am informed that 
no Report has been issued by the Royal 
Commission on Tuberculosis either to 
officials or others. As to the last part 
of the Question I must refer the hon. 
Member to my replies to previous (Ques- 
tions on this subject. 


Light Dues Reductions. 

Mr. CHARLES MARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Board of Trade whether he 
is now in a position to state what reduc- 
tion it is intended to make in the light 
dues ; and whether the reduction will be 
retrospective. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY To THE BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) : It is. 
proposed to reduce the dues levied by 
the general lighthouse authorities by 
124 per cent., and to make the reduction. 
take effect from the lst April last. 


Trade Statistics. 
Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract): I beg to- 


‘ask the President of the Board of Trade 


whether he has any figures or further in- 
formation in relation to our foreign or 
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colonial trade, not to be found in the | treatment. The answer to the last part 
Board of Trade Returns or Blue-books, | of the Question is in the negative. 

which will facilitate the formation of | 

public opinion as to the advisability or| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is there in 
otherwise of adopting a preferential tariff | existence at present a commercial treaty 
in favour of our colonies ; and, if so, if he | with Portugal containing a most-favoured- 


will publish it. 
Mr. BONAR LAW: As the _ hon. 


Member is aware, the Board of Trade | 


publish a number of Returns and Reports 
but I do not think that they have in their 


possession any Return or Report of a_ 


similar description which could be added 
to those already published. If the hon. 
Member will state any specific information 
he requires we shall consider whether it 
can be supplied. 


Duties on British Goods Abroad. 
Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 


Molton): I beg to ask the President of | 


the Board of Trade what are the dates of 
the treaties by which the United States, 
Portugal, and other countries levy in- 
creased duties on certain classes of British 
imports ; what articles are the subject of 
such treatment; to what extent has 
British trade been affected ; and whether 
the Government have admitted it is in 
accordance with the most-favoured-nation 


treatment that british goods should be | 


thus penalised. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: The dates of the 
reciprocal agreements under which the 
United States levy lower rates of duty on 
certain articles from certain foreign 


countries than on similar articles from the | 


United Kingdom are :—Agreement with 
France, May, 1898; agreement with 
Germany, July, 1900; agreement with 
Italy, July, 1900. 


Portuguese treaties according lower rates | 
of import duty to foreign countries on | 
certain articles than on similar imports | 


from the United Kingdom are :—Treaty 
with Russia, July, 1895; treaty with 
Norway, December, 1894; treaty with 


Holland, July, 1894. The articles of the ! 


United Kingdom production affected are, 
in the case of the United States, paintings, 
statuary, and spirits ; and, in the case of 


Portugal, certain classes of leather and of | 
jute manufactures, tin manufactures, | 
candles, and a few other articles of minor | 


importance. It is not possible to state 


The dates of the | 


| nation clause ? 


| Mr. BONARLAW: I understand not, 
but the hon. Member will perhaps put 
down a Question. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Can the hon. Mem- 
ber give an approximate estimate of the 
British trade affected by the preferential 
duties ? 


Mr. BONAR LAW: It would be dif- 
ficult to give an estimate that would be 
of any value. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): Cannot the hon. Member 


give the exports of British products before 
and after these treaties ¢ 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Crder, order! Notice 
should be given of that question. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
gomery): Are these treaties printed in 
any Government publication, or are they 
accessible in any way in the library of 
the House ? 


Mr. BONAR LAW: I think they are 


not accessible at present. 


Castlecomer and Kilkenny Tramway. 

Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
‘Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 
received resolutions from various local 
| authorities, including the Kilkenny County 


| Council, advocating the appropriation of 
a portion of the Equivalent Grant to 
build a railway or tramway from Castle- 
|comer to Kilkenny; and whether this 


| project is receiving consideration. 


| THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 

/LAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): The 

| reply to this Question is in the affirmative. 

Londonderry and Donegal Union 
Boundaries. 


| Mr. O'DOHERTY: I beg to ask 





éxactly the extent to which British trade | the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuten- 
has been affected by this differential ' ant of Ireland whether the Commission 
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appointed by the Lord Lieutenant to } 
inquire into the Poor Law system will 
embrace an inquiry into the proposed 
change in the union boundaries of the 
counties Londonderry and Donegal ; and, 
if so, when and where will the investiga- 
tion take place. 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
first inquiry is in the affirmative. The 
Commission hope to hold a sitting at 
Londonderry early in August. Due 
notice will be given of the actual date of 
this and all other sittings of the Com- | 
mission. | 





Vagrancy in Ireland. | 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, | 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if 
the Commission of Inquiry into the 
Irish Poor Law system have power to | 
inquire into the question of vagrancy ; 
and, if so, if he will suggest their 
considering the methods of dealing with 
his question in foreign countries, 
notably in the United States and 
Germany, with a view to devising some 
remedy for what is a growing social 
evil in Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Commission 
will inquire into the subject of vagrancy, 
and will be glad to receive evidence in 
respect of the methods adopted in foreign 
countries for dealing with the question. 


The Land Bill and Life Annuitants. 


Mr. EDWARD MITCHELL (Ferma- 
nagh, N.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can say what will 
be the position of life annuitants under 
the Land Bill, and especially where 
annuities are in arrear; and if such will 
be reckoned under the table of annuities 
at present existing. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The annuity will 
be valued, and its value, when ascer- | 
tained, paid according to its priority 
out of the purchase - money. The | 
arrears of the annuity area charge upon | 
the lands, and must be similarly paid. 
The value of the annuity will be ascer- | 
tained by the Land Commission or Land | 
Judge, as the case may be, with such | 
actuarial assistance as may be necessary. | 
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South Antrim Register of Voters. 


Mr. WOOD (Down, E.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
the number of freeholders and _ lease- 
holders in the county of the city of 
Belfast who are voters in South 
Antrim; whether he can state the 
number of them who are dead and 


Questions. 


‘the number of them who, although 


returned on the register as freeholders, 
hold no lands, having disposed of same 
twenty to forty years ago. ow 

I beg also to ask the Chief Secretary to 


the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 


he is aware that the Belfast ireeholders 
and leaseholders who are on the register 
of voters for South Antrim are also on 
the voters’ list for the county of the 
city of Belfast, the revising barrister for 
the said city having decided that since the 
passing of the Local Government Act, 
1898 (by which the city of Belfast was 
constitued a county), these freeholders 
and leaseholders are entitled to vote in 
the said county of the city of Belfast ; 
whether he can state why were these 
freeholders and leaseholders not then 
removed from the list of voters for 
South Antrim ; and whether any, and, 
if so, what steps will be taken to have 
them removed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
freeholders and leaseholders in the county 
of the city of Belfast who are registered 
as Parliamentary voters in South 
Antrim is 1,435. The matters referred 
to in the second part of the Question, 
and in the next Question also in the 
name of the same hon. Member, are 
matters to be investigated and decided 
upon by the Revising Barrister at the 
Annual Revision Sessions. 


Planter Tenants and Derelict Farms. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longfoid, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
immediate steps will be taken by him to 


'prevent, pending the passing of the 


present Land Bill, the letting of derelict 


‘farms in county Longford and elsewhere 


in Ireland to planter tenants with a view 
to the exclusion of the evicted tenants or 
their representatives. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. 
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Corglass and Comakelly Townland | 
Tenants. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask | 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- | 
tenant of Ireland can he state the cause 
of delay in the transfer to the tenants of 
the O’Brien, Dundas, and Smyth estates, 
in the townlands of Corglass and 
Comakelly, the tenants of which had 
made arrangements with their landlords 
to purchase, and the latter being avowedly 
anxious to sell: whether, seeing that 
proceedings are now pending in the 
matter, he will urge the Land Commis- 
sion to push forward the sales and trans- 
fer without any further delay. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Proceedings for 
the sale of the lands in question have 
not, so far, been instituted in the Land 
Commission. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that on a previous 
occasion he promised to make representa- 
tions on the subject to the Land Judge. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There appears to 
be some misapprehension. The matter 
must come before the Land Commission, 
and I am told it has not yet reached that 
stage. I will inquire further, however, 
if the hon. Member desires. 


Potato Spraying in Co. Kerry. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
seeing that farmers in the county Kerry 
have asked the Congested Districts Board 
for assistance to procure machines for 
potato spraying, he will state what will 
be done to assist them in this much 
needed work. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Only one such 
application has been made to the Board 
from Kerry this year, and it has been 
complied with on the usual terms. Two 
of the Board’s officers will give demon- 
strations in spraying in the county. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Has any infor- 
mation been given to the local authorities | 
on the subject ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think it is a 
matter of common knowledge. 
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Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: On 


what conditions are machines provided ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I must ask for 
notice of that. 


Irish Public Department Audits. 


Mra. FIELD: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
is aware of the fact that a proposition 
was made some years since by an 
official that the audit ot a certain Irish 
Public Department could be more con- 
veniently and efficiently carried on in 
Dubiin ; and, seeing that it was practic- 
ally decided to appoint a permanent 
staff for the purpose, will he explain 
why the intention was not carried into 
effect. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Ettiot, Durham): 
I have been unable to trace the pro- 
posal alluded to by the hon. Member. If 
he will give me details showing which 
was the Department in question, and in 
what year the proposal was made, I 
will give the matter my attention. 


Audit of Irish Public Accounts. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the fact that the 
audit of all Irish Public Accounts is 
mainly carried on in the Audit Office, 
London, although Devonport Dockyard 
Accounts are audited in Devonport by 
a permanent staff ; and whether, with a 
view to economy andefticiency, he will con- 
sider the advisability of applying the 
same system to the general audit of 
Irish Public Accounts and _ provide 
accommodation for a permanent staff in 
the new Government buildings about to 
be erected in Dublin. 


Mr. ELLIOT: Portions of the Irish 
accounts, such as Public Education and 
Post Office accounts, are periodically 
examined in Dublin to avoid the incon- 
venience of forwarding the local records 
from Ireland. But it has been found to 
be more convenient that the ordinary 
accounts of receipts and expenditure of 
Irish Departments should be audited in 


| London. 
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Irish Lights. 
Mr. MOONEY (Dublin Co., S.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether, in view of the fact that 


onthe 3rd of March last he intimated 
to the Commissioners of Irish Lights 


that they had for some time past | 


neglected their duties as regards periodi- 
cal inspections, and called upon them to 
carry out the duties imposed upon them 
by The Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, 
and that this neglect has extended over 
a considerable period of time, he will 
state what steps he proposes to take to 
make the Irish Lights Commissioners 
carry out the duties imposed upon them 
by statute. : 


Mr. BONAR LAW: The Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894, imposes upon 
general lighthouse authorities the duty 
of inspecting lighthouses, buoys, and 
beacons belonging to local lighthouse 
authorities, and | have reason to hope 
that the representation which has been 
addressed to the Commissioners will 
receive their attention. 


Preferential Tariffs—Mr. Seddon’s Speech 
in New Zealand. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he has received 
any confirmation of a speech having 
been| made in New Zealand by Mr. 
Seddon, statng that, if the United 
Kingdom does not grant certain of the 
produce of New Zealand preferential 
fiscal treatment over such produce from 
foreign sources, New Zealand will enter 
into reciprocity fiscal treaties with 
foreign countries ; whether the Govern- 
ment of this country has already recog- 
nised the right of the selt-governing 
colonies to enter into such reciprocity 
treaties with foreign nations; and 
whether, if so, this involves the right of 
foreign countries to regard our self- 
governing colonies as fiscal entities n 
all regarding import and export duties. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE for THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 
mingham, W.): I have received no con- 
firmation of the speech referred to. 
Reciprocal arrangements have been in a 
few special cases negotiated by the Im- 
perial Government on behalf of colonies 
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| with foreign Powers, but such arrange- 


ments have not in any way impaired the 
right of such colonies to make such 
arrangements as they deemed fit with 
each other or with this country. 


In reply to a further question by Mr. 
Labouchere— 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN said no 
arrangements can be made between the 
colonies and foreign countries except 
through the Imperial Government. 


The Government Fiscal Inquiry. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the ‘l'reasury whether, in 
the inquiry by the Government as to the 
advisability of taxing food, oral evidence 
will be received ; and, if so, before whom 
and by whom such evidence will be 
heard; whether the inquiry will com 
mence before the prorogation of Parlia- 
ment ; and, if so, whether a Supple- 
mentary Vote will be taken for its cost ; 
whether any portion of the inquiry will 
devolve on the Treasury. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Certainly I 
trust that those who look into this 
matter will not confine themselves to 
written communications, and if they do 
not, it is clear that oral communications 
will be included. I told the hon. Member 
yesterday that the persons responsible for 
the inquiry arethe Cabinet. The inquiry 
will certainly commence before the pro- 
rogation, and of course has commenced 
already, and there is no question of a 
future date. It is now engaging the 
attention of the Government. | have no 
reason to believe that a Supplementary 
Vote will be required ; and of course the 
Treasury, in common with other De- 
partments concerned, will give the best 
assistance it can to the Government in 
the prosecution of this investigation. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Is it intended 
to publish the oral communications and 
the written communications that are 
sent to the Departments receiving them ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): As we _ under- 
stand this inquiry, it is for the purpose 
of informing the people of this country, 
and not the members of the Cabinet only. 
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May I ask what steps will be taken and | 


wh..t course will be followed in order to 
communicate to the nation the nature 
and effect of the evidence obtained ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is a 
question which is evidently premature. 
The object of the present investigation 
is first to enable those at present respon- 
sible for the government of the country 
to deal with a very complicated problem, 
By what means the diecussion in public 
and the information of the public is to 
be managed at a subsequent period does 
not aris: now. 


Sir. H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Then the tirst stage of the inquiry is 
solely for the information of the Cabinet ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course it is. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE : May I ask 
whether the President of the Council 
was wrong in saying a day or two ago 
somewhere, while advocating a public 
inquiry, that if the question were kept 
to the end it would have to be submitted 
to an unprepared Party and to unpre- 
pared constituencies, and, if so, how the 
right hon. Gentleman meets that. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not 
understand the point of the hon. Mem- 
ber’s question. 


Mr. LLOYD GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) : Is the whole question to be 
referred to a Committee of the Cabinet, 
or will it be considered by the Govern- 
ment as a whole? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have gone 
tar beyond what is usual in explaining 
the course which we intend to pursue. 
Hon. Gentlemen opposite seem to think 
that this is the first time in British 
history that a Cabinet has ever inquired 
into anything. I can assure them that 
that is a mistake; and I am not aware 
that this inquiry differs from previous 
inquiries conducted by this or by 

revious Governments on questions at 
Feast equally important. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Is this a secret 
inquiry or is it not ? 
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Questions. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is secret 
preci-ely to the same extent as, and no 
further than, all similar inquiries under 
taken by other Governments in the past. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): Then does the 
Prime Minister reject the idea of the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
that it must not be a secret inquiry ? 
order ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, 


That is obviously referring to a debate 


in the House of Lords. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
the inquiry into the proposed new fiscal 
arrangements with the self-governing 
colonies is to be limited to the expediency 
of a duty upon food supplies from them 
entering the United Kingdom; or whether 
it is to embrace the consideration of 
allowing any of their raw materials being 
also taxed on entry. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not pro- 


pose to suggest any limitations. 


Canada and the German Tariff. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether any 
correspondence or negotiations took place 
between the British and German Govern- 
ments in each or any of the years 1900, 
1901, or 1902, in regard to the fiscal 
treatment of Canada; whether any such 
correspondence or negotiations took place 
within the twelve months ending the Ist 
of May, 1903; whether the British 
Government have re-opened negotiations 
since the Ist of May last; and whether 
any correspondence took place between 
the British and German Governments in 
consequence of the failure of the negotia- 
tions between Sir Wilfrid Laurier and 
the German Consul at Montreal in the 
autumn of 1901. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No correspon 
dence in regard to the subject mentioned 
took place with the German Government 
in the years 1900, 1901, or 1902. Cor 
respondence with the German Govern- 
ment was resumed in 1903, shortly before 
the date mentioned in the Question. No 
correspondence took place between the 
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Governments in consequence of the | 
failure of the negotiations in Montreal in 
1901. 


Mr. SYDNEY BOXTON: Then it is 
not right to say that “ persistent repre- 
sentations” have been made to the 
German Government ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
the hon. Member the facts. 
draw his own conclusions. 


I have given 
He can 


New South Wales and the Government 
Declarations. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I desire to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
« Question of which I have given him 
private notice. I wish to ask whether he 
is aware that the Premier of New South 
Wales has now stated that the declara- 
tions referred to in the recent message of 
his Government were contained in the 
speeches delivered by the Colonial Secre- 
tary and the right hon. Gentleman him- 
self, and whether he will take steps to 
correct by messages to the Government 
of that colony this misapprehension of 
those speeches, seeing that the House 
was assured that, pending inquiry to 
be undertaken by the Government, no 
conelusion would be formed and no action 
would be taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Sir, I have 
received no information confirming the 
intelligence of the right hon. Gentleman, 
which I believe appears in the news- 
papers. There is no telegram at the 
Colonial Office conveying the information. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The telegram is fromthe Premier of New 
South Wales. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Well, it has 
not been received, I am informed, at the 
Colonial Office. As regards the second 
and inferential part of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s Question, I can only say that 
I have nothing either to withdraw, or, so 
far as I know, to explain in the speech to 
which he refers. 

Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Does the right hon. Gentleman still think 
that the declaration refers to some docu- 
ments of 1897 ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have not the 


smallest conception, but it might. 
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg 
to ask the Prime Minister when the de- 
bates on the Irish Land Bill are likely to 


be resumed after being interrupted by 
the Committee stage of the Finance Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope that 
the questions to be raised on the Com- 
mittee stage of the Finance Bill are not of 
a kind to give rise to any prolonged 
debate, and, so far as Iam aware, there 
will be no difficulty in resuming the Irish 
Land Bill after the Committee stage of the 
Budget is passed. Of course the Third 
Reading will have to be taken before the 
date I have mentioned, in order to enable 
the Act to become law before 30th June. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Then, in all 
probability, so far as I understand, the 
Irish Land Bill will not be taken next 
week. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


will. 


Oh, I hope it 


Mr. DELANY (Queen's County, 
Ossory): May I ask the Chief Secretary 
whether, in view of the discussion last 
night and the vote taken he proposes to 
withdraw the Irish Land Bill ¢ 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. 


NEW SOUTH WALES GOVERNMENT 
AND PREFERENTIAL TARIFFS— 
MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. 





sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN (Stirling Burghs) rose in his 
place and asked leave to move the 


adjournment of the House for the pur- 
pore of discussing a definite matter of 
urgent public importance—viz., “ the 
misunderstanding created in the mind of 
the Government of the colony of New 
South Wales by the speeches of the 
Prime Minister and the Colonial Secre- 
tary, and the necessity of making it 
clear to the Government of New South 
Wales that these speeches are isolated 
expressions of opinion to which the 
Cabinet is in no way committed ;’’ and 
the pleasure of the House having been 
signified, 


The Motion stood over, under Standing 
Order No. 10, until the Evening Sitting 
this day. 





Trish 
SELECTION. 

Mr. Hatsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection: That they had dis- 
charged the following Member from the 
Joint Committee of Lords and Commons 
-on the Port of London Bill: 
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Land Bill. 


Ireland. This was the sixth Land Pur- 
chase Bill which had been introduced to 
the notice of Parliament, and four of the 
measures had been passed into law, but 
in no previous instance had it been sought 


Sir Alexan- | 6 impose a perpetual rent-charge on 


tenant purchasers. They were conse- 


dee Bender ; ant bad appeiated i | | quently face to face with what might be 


substitution : Sir Charles Renshaw. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


UNION OF BENEFICES ACT (1860) 
AMENDMENT BILL [Lorps]. 


| described as a new phase of the Irish 
| land question. Neither from the senti- 
| mental side nor from the side of utility 
| was the proposal to fix a perpetual rent- 
charge on tenant purchasers necessary or 

| called for. If there was one thing more 


Read the first time ; to be read a second absolutely clear to the minds of every 


time upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 247.] 


POST OFFICE SITES BILL. 


™ Ordered, That Mr. Austen Chamberlain, | 


Sir Thomas Firbank, and Mr. Rose be 


Members of the Select Committee on the | 


Post Office Sites Bill.—(Sir Alexander Ac- 
land-Hood.) 


PUBLIC OFFICES (DUBLIN) BILL. 


Ordered, That Mr. Elliot, Mr. Boland, | 
Allen be Members | 


and Mr. Charles 
of the Select Committee on the Public 
Offices (Dublin) Bill—(Sir Alexander 
Acland-Hood.) 


IRISH LAND BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. } 


Clause 1 :— 


Mr.J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) said 
they had now reached the second of the 
most important questions raised by the 
Irish Land Bill. 
days the Committee had been discussing 
the subject of the minimum price, and of 
course it was fresh in the recollection of 
everybody what attitude had been taken 
by the Irish Members towards that pro- 
vision. He believed that the question he 
now proposed to raise —viz., the omission 
of the perpetual rent-charge, was equally 
as important as the subject of the minimum 
price. He did not think the Chief Secre- 


tary could have been well advised when 
he sought to impose a perpetual rent- | 
charge on future tenant purchasers in | 


| Irish Member of Parliament interested in 
| the settlement of the land question than 
another, it was that the Irish tenant 
| farmers wanted the land, the whole land, 
/and nothing but the Jand, and would 
never assent to any proposal to put a 
| never-ending rent-charge burden on their 
backs, and on the backs of those who 
followed them in the occupation of their 


holdings. Let the Committee examine 
|how the proposal would work out. 


Neither in a sentimental nor in a prosaic 
way would such a scheme give satisfaction 
to the Irish tenants. The great interest 
which had been raised in the Bill, and 
the great hopes which had been excited 


|in the minds and hearts of the Irish 
| people were based on the fact that for 


During the first two | 


ever and ever they were to be relieved of 
| the presence at their doors of the bailiff, 
or rent collector, or landlord’s agent. 

But this proposal put another official in 
the place of the rent collector. He did 
not know, of course, what machinery it 
was proposed to create for the collection 
of the permanent charge, but he ventured 
to assert that the scheme, whatever it 
might be, would prove the very foundation 
of the undoing of the work of the Purchase 
Acts passed by the House. The right 
| hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary in his 
speech on the First Reading of the Bill, 
said one of the objects was to prevent 
sub-letting and dividing. But he did not 
think it could for one moment be allege: 
that that object would be attained by the 
resurrection of the gombeen system. 
| Why should it be necessary to impose on 
the tenants a perpetual charge of 2? per 
cent. on the purchase money? He could 
understand the proposal if the Chief 
Secretary had provided that the money 
/thus collected, and the fund thereby 
should be used for the 


| accumulated, 








“ 
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development of the country, or for the 
reduction of taxation, but, so far as he 
could see, no such proposal was contem- 
plated, and he thought he might fairly 
describe this permanent rent-charge as an 
absolutely derelict proposal for the collec- 
tion of money of which practically they 
were to get no account. It might be 
suggested by the right hon. Gentleman 
that the object was to provide additional 
security for the British taxpayer. But 
he felt inclined to agree with the hun. 
Member who had observed that the 
sritish taxpayer was well able to take 
care of himself. So far as the people of 
Ireland were concerned, they had it on 
the authority of a Royal Commission 
that to the Irish people the British tax- 
payer represented excessive and over- 
taxation. 


The Chief Secretary did not attempt to 
justify his proposal on the ground that 
it was necessary to retain one-eighth of 
the purchase money, and to collect from | 
the tenant farmers 2? per cent. as an 
additional security for John Bull. Then 
on what ground of equity and justice 
could the proposal be defended? There 
was no provision in the Bill for the future 
administration of the fund thus to be 
accumulated, or for its application to any 
purpose which would be of use to the 
people from whom it was to be collected. 
On what ground did the right hon. 
Gentleman make so large a charge upon | 
the tenants? In the whole world there 
could not be found people so desirous, he 
might almost say devoted, to keeping ' 
their obligations as the Irish. That was 
admitted over and over again by the right 
hon. Gentleman. He regarded the pro- | 
posal of the perpetual rent-charge as 
unnecessary and unjust and certain to 
provoke the tenant farmer of Ireland. It 
would undo the work of land purchase | 
because it placed the tenant in a worse | 
position than his neighbours who had 
purchased under other Land Acts, and 
placed over their heads the shadow of | 
another landlordism in the shape of the | 
3ritish collector. This Amendment raised | 
a very important issue. No case had been | 
made for the inclusion of these words in the 
Bill save the theory that it was good to, 
provide against sub-division, mortgage, | 
and so forth. He desired that as much | 
as anyone, and was perfectly prepared to | 
assent to any moderate proposal which | 
had that object in view, and which would 
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save the farmer from the grabber and the 
gombeen man. He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, lines 21 and 22, to leave out the 
words ‘and perpetual rent-charge.’”—(Mr. ./. 
B. Farrell.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN (Cork) said 
he hoped it would not be difficult to 
convince the Chief Secretary that this 
notion of a perpetual rent-charge was an 
unfortunate innovation in Irish land 
legislation. Nobody asked for it and 
nobody in Ireland wanted it except those 
who favoured nationalisation of the land, 
who were a very small minority. In 
reference to this proposal there could be 
no repetition of the somewhat un- 
scrupulous treatment of yesterday by 
some spokesmen of the landlord party on 
the minimum prices. This proposal did 
not come from the landlord quarter. It 
did not emanate from either the landlords 


‘or the tenants in conference, and not a 


single member of either Irish Party had a 
single word to say inits favour. They 
were perfectly willing to accept any 
additional protection, any nominal reserva- 
tion, which might be necessary as a 
protection against excessive mortgaging 
if there was any necessity. But was there 
any necessity? For sixty-eight years, at 
all events, this perpetual rent-charge was 
superfluous as a check against excessive 
mortgaging or sub-letting, and if this 
matter had to be dealt with at the end of 
that time, it might safely be left to those 
who came after, who would approach the 
matter under different conditions. It in- 
troduced a new and highly dangerous 
element into [rish land legislation. To 
the Irish farmer the whole charm of this 


| Bill was the notion of property and the 


notion that the holding would be his own 
and that no man could ever interfere with 
him, but this perpetual rent-charge would 
be a perpetual reminder to him that he 
was not the holder but that some power 


| which was not even defined, could step in 


and affect his interest in his property, 
with what object none at present saw, 
while the purchaser would be always faced 
with the fact that his 80,000 neighbours 
who purchased under the Ashbourne Acts 
were absolute owners of the fee simple. 
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Irish land legislation was complicated 
enough without this new proposal. This 
proposal might contain the seeds of con- 
siderable trouble in Ireland in the future. 
There was a considerable feeling and a 
justifiable feeling of soreness in the minds 
of the agricultural labourers and the work- 
ing classes of the towns, who thought too 
much was being absorbed by the farmers. 
He sympathised with the agricultural 
labourers and hoped they would be able 
in the future to devise means of doing 
justice to them. If the impression were 
once,created that this perpetual rent-charge 
was an acknowledgment that one-eighth 
of the holding did not belong to the tenant 
at all, then there might be material for 
a considerable agitation. Ireland was 
not a new country, it was an old country, 
and tho-e experiments could not be 
tried as they might be in a new. In 
this Bill the Government violated the 
principle that the holdings should be the 
complete property of the tenants, and 
gave nobody in Ireland any interest in 
the money collected. If they took upon 
themselves the odium of collecting what 
amounted to a second rent-charge they 
would leave the impression in the minds 
of the tenant that they, instead of being 
better off than when they were under 
the Ashbourne Acts, were worse off. 
He would not further detain the Com- 
mittet now, as other great questions, such 
as those dealing with the purchase 
price, the evicted tenants, and the con- 
gested districts, remained to be decided. 
He would only say that he could not see 
what attraction this charge, which was 
so objectionable to the people of Ireland, 
could have to any party to the bargain, 
and he begged the Chief Secretary not 
to force upon them this new and unheard 
of complication, which was fraught with 
considerable danger to the peace of 
Ireland, and would create such dis- 
content in the minds of the tenant 
farmers as to destroy the virtue of the 
other proposals. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY vor IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover) said he 
shared the anxiety of the hon. Member to 
get to the consideration of the important 
questions to which he referred. It would 
be inconvenient if they could not in 
some way avoid a prolonged discussion 
on the rent-charge at the present stage, 
when they all desired to get to the 


Mr. William O Brien. 
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subject which was very present to their 
minds. It had been argued that this 
rent-charge would perpetuate the idea 
that the purchaser was still a payer of 
rent, and that he would own only seven- 
eighths of his property. All he would 
say was that the question of the rent- 
charge would come up in Clause 40, and 
he suggested that it should be then dis- 
cussed, he giving an undertaking to 
approach the question with an open 
mind, and with a disposition carefully 
to weigh the reasons which might be 
urged in favour of or against having 
such a provision in the Bill. He had 
previously contended, and was prepared, 
if necessary, to contend again, that this 
protection might in some cases be needed 
during the sixty-eight years. The 
danger he had in his mind, which might 
be remote, but was certainly possible, 
was that of persons other than those 
who purchased under the Act, buying 
up holdings, paying off the liabilities, 
and stealing away with all the advan- 
tages of the credit of the general tax- 
payer, to create holdings of a very 
undesirable description outside the Land 
Acts. It would be more convenient now 
to pass to a subject more germane to 
| that which was under discussion yester- 
| day, and he hoped, with the undertaking 
he had given, the Committee would 
| agree to discuss the question of the 


‘ 


| rent-charge on C 





lause 40, 


*Mr, T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 5.) 
pointed out that if the words were passed 
now the Committeee would be com 
mitted to the principle of the rent- 
charge. While he desired to get the Bill 
for what it might be worth, it was neces- 
sary to be very careful where they were 
going and what they were doing. 


Mr. WYNDHAM explained that if, 
after discussion on Clause 40, it was 
decided to abandon the rent-charge, he 
should bring up a Government Amend- 
ment on the Report stage. 


*Mr T. W. RUSSELL said he was 
exceedingly unwilling that the Com- 
mittee should sanction a novel principl= 
such as this without debating it. The 
hon. Member for Cork had implied that 
the whole of the Irish representatives 
were opposed tothis proposal. But that 
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was no reason for supposing the House 
of Commons would not pass it. On the 
contrary, that was the very reason why 
the House of Commons was likely to 
pass it. When it was remembered that 
last night a proposal of a most grave 
and vital character was carried over the 
heads of the Irish Members, who were 
absolutely unanimous against it, what 
reason was there for supposing that on 
Clause 40 the unanimity of Irish repre- 
sentatives would be worth a brass 
iarthing? The matter must be threshed 
out before the principle was affirmed. 
For seventeen years there had been in 
operation in Ireland a land code which 
had been a success because to a large 
extent it had the assent of the Irish 
people. It was the one class of Irish 
legislation for which this House had 
been responsible in the last twenty years 
that had worked satisfactorily. There 
had been none of the bogies conjured | 
up by the Chief Secretary, and why 
should they be anticipated now? The 
real secret of the success of past purchase 
measures had been the sense ‘of owner- 
ship. All the while a tenant felt that 
he was working for another, and that if 
he improved the land his rent would be 
raised, the land remained unimproved ; 
but immediately the landlord was got 
out of the way the tenant began to 
improve his holding. The Chief Secre- 
tary now proposed to destroy that sense 
of ownership, and to establish for all 
time the overlordship of the Crown. In 
his Second Reading speech the right 
hon. Gentleman said it was necessary to 
control sub-dividing, sub-letting, and 
reckless mortgaging. But by Clause 49 
sub-dividing was absolutely prohibited 
for sixty-eight-and-a-half years, and reck- 
less mortgaging was provided against 
for the same period. ‘Therefore anything | 
that was done now was for the period 
beyond sixty-eight-and-a-half years. 
Why should the Committee interest 
themselves so much in the people who 
would occupy the land seventy years | 
hence ? Unless he was mistaken Ireland | 


would then be in such a position that | 
the people would be able to take care of | 
It seemed as though a 


themselves. 
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have come from a Conservative Govern- 
ment? That was the principle con- 
tended for by Mr. Michael Davitt, and 


the Chief Secretary was adopting it. 


Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): 
Then there must be something in it. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said there was 
He would 
like, however, to see the hon. Member 
not only accept the doctrine in the 
House of Commons, but also go “on 
stump” in North Monaghan. 


Dr. THOMPSON said he was not in 
the least afraid of “taking the stump” 
in North Monaghan. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said the Con- 
s-rvative Government were actually pro- 
posing to insert the thin end of the 
wedge of land nationalisation in Lreland. 
That might be done in a new country, 
but Ireland was the last country in the 
world where such an experiment ought to 
be tried. If they were going to differ- 
entiate in this matter between the 80,000 
tenants who had bought and those who 
would buy under this Act they would be 
laying the very seeds of disease that 
would produce trouble, and they would 
land themselves in endless difficulties. 
He was not prepared to wait until Cliuse 
40 was reached, and he hoped the Com- 
mittee would not consent to leave this 
question in abeyance. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that this was 
one of those questions upon which he 
attached great importance to the united 
opinion of Ireland. The hon. Member 
for South Tyrone seemed to think that 
his word was not sufficient in regard to 
this Amendment. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : Nog no. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the hon. 
Member had been discussing in rather a 
heated manner a subject of far less im- 
portance than the subjects discussed 


Conservative Government was capable | yesterday without any heat at all. His 


of doing anything. Who would have) 


imagined that the first step towards the | 


nationalisation of land in Ireland would 


suggestion was that they might defer 
this point toa later clause, but if that 
was not the view of hon. Members from 
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Ireland, he had such a sense of the im- 
portance of saving time that he would 
accept the Amendment. He deprecated 
the heated declarations of his hon. friend 
on a minor point like this, and he had 
no objection whatever to deleting the 


words which had been proposed to be’ 


struck out. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said he entirely agreed that it was not 
necessary to introduce the slightest heat 
into this discussion. 
had stated that he would keep an open 
mind until Clause 40 was reached, but that 
was not at all satisfactory. The right 
hon. Gentleman must have considered this 
matter very carefully, and he knew the 
unanimity of feeling upon this point in 
Ireland. He took it for granted that the 
Chief Secretary had come to some con- 
clusion upon the point, and he thought the 
best course to pursue would be for him 
to inform the Committee at once. With 
regard to the right hon. Gentleman’s 
request that they ought to agree to post- 
pone this question, he would remind him 


that in the case he alluded to, there were | 
certain words in the early part of the | 


clause which limited the amount of 
advance to be given in certain cases, and 
they pressed upon the Government that 
they should insert the words “As 
amended in this Bill.” In this case how- 
ever the words stated that there should 
be a perpetual rent-charge, and the right 
hon. Gentleman asked them to put those 
words into the clause and then adjourn 
the question. That was a most incon- 
venient course. There was an Amend- 
ment on the Paper to Clause 40, standing 
in the name of his hon. friend who had 
moved this Amendment, dealing with the 
exact amount of the perpetual rent-charge. 


Mr. WYNDHAM thought if this was 
carried there could be no discussion of the 
point again on Clause 40. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND thought the 
simplest way would be to accept the 
Amendment. [An Hons MEMBER: The 
Chief Secretary has agreed to delete 
those words. ] 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said if that 
were so he need not proceed. 


they took these 


out 


Mr, Wyndham. 
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would shut out the question for 
ever, but he agreed that if they left 
them in they would commit themselves. 
This was, however, only a minor matter, 
and he desired to proceed to the 
discussion of the more important 
questions. All he desired was to get on, 
and he was willing to accept the 
Amendment. 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) 
said he had risen to make a complaint. 
This was the second case already in 
which the right hon. Gentleman had 
thrown over safeguards in the Bill. 
He had up to the present supported the 
right hon. Gentleman when he said 
that he was going to stick to what he 
proposed upon the introduction of this 
measure. Already the Chief Secretary 
was beginning to talk about Bills 
which would have to be brought in 
duting another session in order to 
amend this. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) asked 
if the remarks of the hon. Member 
for Stoke were germane to the 
omission of the words which had been 
proposed. 


Mr. COGHILL said the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland seemed to be afraid 
of what would take place in the Division 
Lobby, but he assured him that he 
need have no such fear. The hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford could 


have defeated the Government at any 


time during the afternoon of yesterday 
had he been so disposed, but he kept his 
supporters addressing the House in 
order to avoid a division. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said there 
was not one scintilla of truth in that 
statement. 


Mr. COGHILL said that was how 
the question had struck the outsider. 
He hoped the Chief Secretary would 
not make any further concessions. 
{Ironical NaTIONALIST cheers.| After the 
speeches the Chief Secretary had 
delivered in this House and after 
obtaining the sanction of the House to 
the Second Reading of this Bill upon 


‘the distinct pledges he gave to the 

Mr. WYNDHAM thought that if! 
words they | 
I 


House, he thought the right hon. 
Gentleman ought to adhere to them. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: As the Chief | phasise in this matter. 
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Land Bill. 
He begged to 


Secretary is now in a giving mood | move. 


perhaps he could give the hon. Member 
for Stoke a job. 

Mr. WYNDHAM said this was not a. 
question of zones, but a purely adminis- | 
trative question. Let them get rid of 
this point and get on with the Bill. | 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 23, to leave out the word 


‘ten,’ and insert the word ‘ fifteen.’”—(Mr. 
John Redmond.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘That the word 


| ‘ten’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Question put and negatived. 


Amendment agreed to. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND asked if! 
after what had taken place yesterday he | 
should be in order in moving the | 
Amendment which stood in his name on | 
the Paper. 

‘4 *THe CHAIRMAN: The question | 
discussed yesterday was whether there 
were to beany zonesat all. I think this, 
Amendment raises a somewhat different 
question, and if the hon. Member wishes | 
to move it Ido not think I should be | 
justified in ruling that the question had | 
already been discussed, although [| 
know that a considerable amount of 
debate yesterday turned upon this point. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he! 
would move to leave out of line 23 of 
Clause 1 the word “ ten,’ and insert 
fifteen.” The effect of his Amendment 
was to alter the minimum reduction in | 
this zone from 10 to 15 per cent. He| 
did not think it was necessary to use 
many words upon this occasion, because | 
the arguments on this point had already | 
been dealt with by other hon. Members | 
as well as himself. Their belief was | 
that tho limit of 10 per cent. was too! 
low, and that, owing to various reasons, 
certain classes of tenants might perhaps 
be induced to pay more for their land 
than from an economical point of view 
they were justified in doing. This was 
not a limit to which they attached the 
most importance. They did attach con- 
siderable importance however to this 
point. Their idea of an ideal settlement 
would be to raise this limit from ten to 
fifteen, and abolish the other altogether. 
He must move the Amendment in order 
to state his protest, which he had no 
doubt hon. Members sitting around 
him would think it their duty to em- 





*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth)thought the Government would do 
well to stand by the limit of ten in the 
Bill. After all he could not see that by 
making it fifteen there would be very 
much gained. If they took the case of 
a £10 holder it really meant a difference 
of 10s. and no more. If the Committee 
looked at the whole question of maximum 
and minimum he thought that both 
sides were perhaps attaching ex- 
aggerated importance to the question. 
He knew that English Members were 
considerably confused by the different 
methods of stating this question. In 
some cases it was put as the maximum 
and minimum reduction, and in other 
cases “it was put asthe maximum and 
minimum price. He would like to show 
exactly the real meaning of this question, 
ani for that purpose he would take as 
an illustration the case of the £10 
holder. He did not think that the 
House realised what Parliament had 
done in the way of benefiting the 
tenants of Ireland at the expense of the 
landlords. Great changes had been 
made in the relations between landlords 
and tenants. He was not now dealing 
with the question whether it was right 
or wrong to make these changes, or 
whether the landlords had a grievance 
or not. The question now before the 
Committee was whether a £10 holder 
now was to get a minimum reduction of 
10 or 15 per cent. He wanted to put 
before the Committee the history of this 
£10 holder. In the first place he was 
at a certain rent in 1881, when an Act 
was passed and his rent was reduced, 
according to a Return showing the 
average, by 20 per cent. After fifteen 
years under the Act of 1896, his rent 
was further reduced by 20 per cent., and 
that brought it to £10. Turned into 
figures it came to this, that that man’s 
original rent was £16 before the passing 
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of the Act of 1881. The question was 
whether a man who in 1881 was paying 
a rent of £16 was now badly treated if 
he was asked to accept State purchase at 
arent 10 per cent. below the £10 which 
he was paying. It really came to this— 
that they were asking him to pay half 


his original rent and to become a State | 


tenant. There were so many important 
questions dealt with in this Bill that, in 
connection with this particular matter, 
he thought they were really justified in 
saying that the landlords considered that 
the minimum of 10 per cent. sufficiently 
safeguarded the interest of the State. 


The question the Committee had now to | 
consider was whether a difference of 5 | 


per cent. would deter or promote pur- 


chase. 
learned Member for Waterford had only 


one object in his mind, namely, to pro- | 


mote purchase. If it was the hon. and 


learned Member’s object to induce the | 


tenant to buy, obviously his object must 
also be to induce landlords to sell. The 
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He presumed that the hon. and | 
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matter. But they considered that by 
the increase of the minimum reduction 
above what was necessary to secure, the 
State was really to do something directed 
against the interest of the landlord. In 
regard to this minimum reduction, what 
the hon. and learned Member for Water- 
'ford had got to show was not that it 
/would be beneficial to the tenant—of 
| course, anything they got off the price was 
beneficial to the tenant—but that under 
this voluntary Bill the interests of the 
‘landlord must also be considered. He 
| reminded the hon. and learned Member 
for Waterford that at the Conference it 
was agreed that the general minimum 
reduction should be only calculated on 
the basis necessary to secure the land- 
|lords income at 3 per cent. He trusted 
‘that the Government would adhere, for 
the reasons he had given, to the 10 per 
cent. in the clause and not increase it, 
because that might have the effect of 
some large landlords from 





| deterring 
selling. 


landlords were the men in position whom | 


they had to show that it would be to 
their advantage to sell. He put it to the 
Committee would 5 per cent. make all 
that difference? They started with this 
basis that the Government considered 


after examination of the whole question— | 


that a 10 per cent. minimum was a 
sufficient safeguard for the State, and 
therefore they could dismiss the British 
taxpayer altogether from the question. 
It was the business of the Government to 
look after the general taxpayer. 
worth while to waste a great deal of time 
over this difference ot 5 
[NATIONALIST laughter.] That was his 
way of looking at it. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Let the 
Chief Secretary accept the Amendment 
and not waste any more time. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: The Govern- | 


ment considered that 10 per cent. was a 


sufficient safeguard for the general tax- | 
If he was mis-stating the case the | 


payer. 
Government, of course, would correct his 
statement. 


the Bill. Hon. Members on the other 
side of the House who were concerned in 
the matter said that an addition of 5 per 
cent. was after all not a very considerable 


Sir John Colemb. 


Was it | 


per cent. ? | 


But he said that so far as | 
this minimum reduction went the security | 
of the State was covered by the figure in | 


| Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Fifteen per 
cent. minimum is the actual figure in the 
| Conference Report which was agreed to 
| by the landlords. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB said that some- 
how or other they had got away from 
the Conference Report. But they were 
bound by the Conference declaration, 
| which was exactly in the line of the Land- 
lords’ Convention declaration, that the 
landlord should receive as _ purchase 
money a sum which should guarantee an 
income for him at 3 or 3} per cent. An 
addition of 5 per cent. to the limit stated 
in the Bill might in some cases prevent 
the landlord from getting what he should 
have. He put it to the hon. and learned 
Member whether the acceptance of the 
| Amendment would not really, instead of 
_ encouraging, deter landlords from selling. 
He asked the hon. and learned Member 
whether, without prejudice to other 
questions, they could not arrange to leave 
the figure at 10 per cent. as it was put in 
| the Bill? 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said that 
the hon. and gallant Member spoke 
of the desirability of not wasting time, 
(and yet he had occupied an hour 
and a-half in discussing an Amendment 


‘which he ,himself had described as 
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exceedingly trifling. 
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If 5 per cent. { they were, in fact, asked to consent to, 
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was such a small matter, why did| was to raise the general average level 


not the Chief 


Secretary accept the) of second-term rents of tenancies in 


Amendment and have done with it?) Ireland to a purchase price of twenty- 


He confessed he would have been better 
pleased if the hon. Member for Water- 
ford had moved 20 per cent. instead 
of 15. The principle involved in the 
Amendment was important. He was 
against the principle of these zones and 
limitations in foto, and after what had 
occurred the previous night this clause 
was objectionable from beginning to end. 
The clause would be used for raising the 
general level of price of land in Ireland. 
They had been asked to set up a standard 
by which the landlords might combine 
to demand from their tenants a mean 
price between the two limits. The Chief 
Secretary spoke of the clause as offering 
to the tenants an opportunity of pur- 
chasing their holdings at eighteen years 
purchase on first-term rents, an! twenty- 
two years purchase on second-term 
rents: but did the Chief Secretary ask 
them to believe that all the tenants of 
Ireland, or any considerable section of 
them, were going to get the minimum 
price? They had heard a great deal 
about combinations amongst the tenants 
to bring pressure to bear on the land- 
lords, but nothing of the combination of 
the landlords. There was such a com- 
bination, and what they wanted was 
twenty-eight years purchase. If the 
tenants gave them twenty-five years 
purchase they did not care where the 
rest came from. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB. said that 
twenty-eight years purchase would be 
on the basis of second-term rents which 
had been reduced. 


Mr. DILLON said he could not under- 
stand the hon. and gallant Member, who 
did not seem even yet to have grasped 
the principles of the Bill. As he under- 
stood the application of these limits, the 
maximum price would be twenty-eight 
years purchase and the minimum about 
twenty-two on second-term rents as they 
now stood; and the mean would be 
twenty-five years purchase. That was 
what they were told the landlords would 
combine for. He was speaking of the 


great mass of the tenants who could not , 


What | 


plead exceptional circumstances. 


five years, as against eighteen to 
nineteen years purchase at the present 
time The proposal of the hon. Member 
for Waterford was most moderate, and 
he supported it strongly because it 
tended to bring down the level of the 
mean price. The hon. and gallant 
Member said, ‘“ Why not consider the 
case of the poor landlords?” But what 
would be the effect of this Amendment ! 
The landlord would be debarred from 
taking from the tenantry more than six 
years purchase in addition to what they 
had ever paid before. And the hon. and 
gallant Member complained that that 
was a hardship on the landlords! But 
that was not all, because account had not 
been taken of the bonus. The hon. and 


gallant Member’s complaint. there- 
‘fore, was that the landlords were 
to be penalised by the Amend- 
ment because, if it was passed 


ease of the Irisi landlords. 


they would not beable to get more than 
ten years purchase more than they got 
under the present law. That was the 
He had been 
accustomed tosee extraordinary demands 
put forward in this House on behalf of 
the Irish landlords, but all paled into 
insignificance before that of the hon. 
and gallant Member. He thought it 
was extremely important that they should 
make a determined effort by moving 
Amendments to this clause and dis- 
cussing them moderately, to set forth to 
the best of their ability the realities of 
the clause, which he was convinced had 
not been grasped by the majority of the 
English Members of the House. 


*Mr. BUTCHER (York) said he 
hoped that the Chief Secretary would 
adhere to the limitations he had pro- 
posed. They had been rightly told that 
it would be desirable to give some more 
elasticity to the limits than the Land 
Conference proposed ; in other words, to 
increase the power of bargaining by 5 per 
cent. on each side of the limits, leaving the 
average reduction precisely the same as it 
was before—viz., 20 per cent. It seemed 
to him that if the hon. Member for 
Waterford desired to go back to the 
Conference terms upon one limit, 





1203 Irish {COMMONS} 


he ought to go back to the 


Conference terms on the other limit; | 
arrived at by the three gentlemen who 


and if he cut off 5 per cent. extra 
bargaining power in one direction, he 
ought to cut it off on the other. No 
doubt the hon. Member would not like to 
do it in the second case, but he urged the 
Government to adhere to the terms 
which they had given, and which would 
give effect toan increased power of bar- 
gaining to landlord and tenant. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said there 


was another reason than that already | 


stated why he appealed to the Govern- 
ment and the landlords to accept 
the Amendment. He thought he was 
right in saying that the view of the 
Land Conference was that 10 per cent. 
was the cost of collection. In his judg- 
ment that was an error so far as the 
tenants were concerned. It erred on the 
side of generosity and in favour of the 
landlords. If they took 5 per cent. 
for agent’s fees ; if they took the loss by 
legal expenses whether for the issue of 
writs or processes ; if they took likewise 
the loss to the tenants through bad 
seasons and mortality amongst their 
cattle; if they took the loss which con- 
stantly arose from illness of the tenant 
or death—he was told that on the best 
estates in Munster that at least would be 
15 per cent., and on the slum holdings 
it would run from 20 to 25 per cent. 
He thought that when the Conference 
made the agreement of 10 per cent. all 
round they arrived at a most generous 
decision. He appealed to any hon. Gen- 
tleman with experience in Irish adminis- 
tration to say, when the Attorney- 
General and the Solicitor-General for 
Ireland were drawing such a Bill as this, 
whether they would put the wastage 
on any estate at less than 20 per cent. 
Mr. Gladstone’s Bill put the losses and 
the outgoings at 20 per cent., and there- 
fore he thought they were in a position 
to say that as regarded this Amendment 
the terms of the Land Conference ought 
to be insisted upon. In the first in- 


stance the Government had taken 20) 


per cent., and the proposition of the Con- 
ference on that head was 15 per cent. 
Would it not be fair to ask the land- 
lord party opposite whether they were 
not hound by their own code of honour 
to adopt the treaty arranged by their own 


Mr. Butcher. 
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representatives in conference assembled ? 
He personally felt bound by the decision 


represented the side of the tenants ; and 
that being so, hon. Members opposite 
ought to adhere in a similar way to a 
decision out of which they would obtain 
numerous benefits. In a treaty of this 
kind, where persons were taking benefits, 
they could not approbate and reprobate ; 
and if the tenants in this matter said 
they were willing to rely upon the Con- 
ference figures, surely that bound the 
landlords. It was not a matter merely 
for the Chief Secretary, but one of a 
solemn obligation on both Parties. He 
appealed to the hon. and gallant Member 
for North Armagh to say whether, under 
the circumstances he did not feel that he 
was as much bound as they were. 


CoLtonEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.) said that he was not a party to the 
Conference. He refused to join it ; but he 
acknowledged that the Conference did very 
good work. He did not, however, ‘eel 
bound at all by it. It did not represent 
him, nor, he thought, the majority of the 
lrish landlords ; but he thought that the 
majority of the Irish landlords acknow- 
ledged the merits of the work done at 
the Conference ; and, so far as he was 
concerned, and he believed also so far as 
the landlords were concerned, they sup- 
ported the line taken by the Conference. 
With regard to the question now before 
the Committee, the Amendment was not 
so much against the landlords, but it 
narrowed the region of bargaining. Hon. 
Gentlemen opposite would rather not 
have any zones of any kind; but when 
they had established zones, to raise 
the minimum from 10 per cent. to 15 per 
cent. would, in his opinion, narrow the 
area of bargaining. His own opinion 
was, that when a landlord made an agree- 
ment with a tenant they would probably 
split the difference. He thought that 
the feeling of the landlords was that this 
opportunity of settling the land question 
should not be lost. He believed that if 
the Bill were passed into law, probably 
more than ninety out of every hundred 
landlords would sell under it. Speaking 
for himself, he would sell at once, although 
there might be a temptation to retain 
property which had been in his family 
for over 300 years. The Bill was an 
offer which neither the landlords nor the 
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tenants should throw away. Personally, 
he was in favour of the 10 per cent. 
limit ; and he did not think that raising 
it to 15 per cent. would confer any 
benefit on the tenants, while it would 
narrow the region of bargaining. He 
thought that the Irishman who would do 
anything to wreck this measure would 
deserve ill of his country. 


Mr. HARRINGTON (Dublin, Har- 
bour) said there was no question as 
to the security of the State so far 
as the alteration proposed by the 
Amendment was concerned ; and there- 


fore the objection of the hon. and gallant | 
The Amend. | 


Gentleman disappeared. 
ment should be considered entirely from 
the point of view of what was the smallest 
minimum of reduction which would meet 
all the difficulties that might arise. The 
Land Conference Report referred to the 


increased responsibility which would be | 
There was every | 


placed on the tenant. 
prospect of increased taxation ; and the 


Land Conference had to consider what | 


annual instalment the tenant should pay 
in future as compared with the rent he 
paid at present. 
the conclusion that 15 per cent. was the 
minimum reduction which the tenant 
should have. The question the Committee 
had now to consider was whether that 
was or was nota reasonable settlement. 
The proposal in the Report was univer- 
sally agreed to. No objection was taken 
to it by the Landlords’ Convention, which 
acknowledged the spirit of fairness of the 


Report, while declining to commit itself to | 


all the details. He had never heard of 
any body in Ireland taking exception to 
the minimum reduction embodied in the 
Report. In future the tenant would not 
have assistance from his landlord, which 
was now given in many cases. He would 
not be allowed voluntary abatement. 
His rents would not be allowed to run 


into arrear ; and the question which the | 


Committee had to consider was, not in 


the average of cases but in extreme | 
cases, What was the minimum of reduction | 
the instalment should represent. Having | 
regard to the fact that in future the | 


tenant would stand entirely on his own 
basis, and that he would have a harsh 
and punctual landlord who had no heart, 


and who would be sure to extort the | 


instalments to a day, the Land Conference 
came to the conclusion that the smallest 
figure they could reasonably recommend 
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The Conference came to | 
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was 15 per cent. The landlords appeared 
quite as anxious that a figure should be 
fixed which would enable the tenant to 
meet his obligations. The Conference 
Report was adopted unanimously by the 
country, and he never heard any repudia- 
| tion by any landlord body in Ireland of 
|the 15 per cent. recommendation. He 
| appealed to hon. Members, who during the 
| last few days had been quoting the Land 
| Conference Report against them, to at 


jleast support this proposal in the 
a. So far as __ broadening 


the lines of bargaining was concerned, 
'that could be very easily arranged by 
altering the other limit; but he main- 
tained that, having regard to the obliga- 
tions that would be imposed on the 
tenant and his difficulty in meeting them 
when he had made a hard and fast bargain 
with the State, the minimum reduction 
should be 15 per cent. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said __ if 
they took the Conference figures and 
inserted 15 per cent. they at least in- 
sured 15 per cent. coming to the tenants 
at once, and they gave him in exchange 
for this security the right to get 30 per 
cent. They were absolutely assured of 
15 per cent. instead of 10 per cent.. 
and had a chance of getting 30 instead 
of 25 per cent. on second-term rents. 
That was the Irish tenant’s point of 
view, but he wished to point out that 
the 15 per cent which the tenant would 
secure under the minimum of his hon. 
and learned friend was also a security 
|to the British taxpayer. Over 2,000 
bargains had been refused by the Land 
Commissioners because the security was 
not sufficient. He thought it was hardly 
fair for hon. Members on the Unionist 
side of the House to throw the Land 
Conference Report at the head of both 
| Irish Parties as they had done, and the 
moment it came up in a concrete shape 
and they proposed to accept the figures 
to say it was only to be taken when it 
was in favour of the landlords. 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) said it might 
| be that the lower the price which could 
be arranged in these transactions the 
better it would be for the taxpayer, but 
if this Bill was to be of any effect the 
| price must be one which would induce 
‘the landlords to sell. They ought to 
‘see that the terms were as fair as possible 
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for both sides, but were such as to| 
induce the landlords to sell. Taking a 
3} per cent. security, which was an 
infinitely better security than Irish land | 
at the present time, the capitalised 
amount that would give the landlord 
the £90 out of every £100 that they 
asked for was £2,500 plus the bonus. 
That was 20 per cent. If the 15 per 
cent, figures were taken it wou'd be 
about £2,650, so that £85 rent 
would mean a capital sum of £2,650, 
this would give £86, which with the 
10 per cent. bonus would be £94 7s 
Therefore, if they took the 10 per cent. 
figure, the landlord would get a trifle 
over the gross income to which he was 
now entitled. 


Mr. WYNDHAM regretted that he 
could not give way. The hon Member 
had urged his plea with great ingenuity 
and foree. In reply, he would ask hon. 
Members who had made reference to 
the Land Conference Report to recollect 
the position in which the Government 
were placed by it. From many points 
of view it placedthem in a most liappy 
position, for it gave them an unexampled 
opportunity. But also from some points 
of view it put them in a very difficult 
position. It was laid down at that 
Conference that the landlord could not 
be expected to sell unless he received as 
the result of the transaction asum which 
would secure to him his net income. 
Whether 10 per cent. was too liberal a 
calculation he was not competent to 
decide ; but it must be taken that their 
intention was that the landlord who had 
received £100 should in future, after he 
had been paid and had invested his 
money, receive £90 a year. But the 
Land Conference went further, and laid 
it down that the State should bear the 
whole cost of investigation of title and 
distribution of purchase money. It 
was impossible for him to say what 
that would amount to, but in some 
cases he knew it had amounted to as 
much as two or three years purchase. 
The Government found themselves 
unable to give such liberal terms ; and | 
on all these occasions, he must be 
allowed to point out, the signatories of 
the Conference Report happily and pro- 
perly did not assume the attitude of dic- 
tation to the general taxpayer or the | 


Mr. Emmott. 
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Exchequer. If they had their Report 


would not have made nearly so great an 
impression on the public imagination. 
But they said what they thought would. 
solve the situation, and suggested that 
if what was necessary could not be done 
by the use of State credit reasonable aid 
might be added. He had to go closely 
into this problem and to make an 
unusual and unprecedented demand on 
his colleagues. The sum which could 


_ properly be allotted had been determined, 


and he suggested that if the Govern 
ment had come to a different view as to 
that amount and made a larger advance 
he would have had greater difficulty in 
commending the measure to the House 
asa whole. Having fixed the amount 
ofaid the State should give at £12,000,000 
they were then bound to carry out, as 
far as they could, the Conference terms 
in respect both of the landlord and 
tenant, and he thought they had got 
much nearer the Conference terms in re- 
lation to the tenant than in relation to 
the landlord. Taking the figures of the 
hon. Member for Oldham, and assuming 
that 5} per cent. could be got instead of 
3 per cent.—although this question 
must be considered in connection with 
the increased facilities the Government 
had now given for investment—he main- 
tained that the landlord could not get 
his 90 per cent., for nothing had been 
allowed in the calculations of the hon 
Member for costs. If the Amendment 


| were accepted the landlord would get two, 


three, or four years purchase less than 
he ought to get by the Conference terms. 
The pecuniary position of every landlord 
would vary in accordance with his financial 
obligations, and if perfect theoretic justice 
was to be done in every case it would be 
necessary to sit as a Court upon the 
private affairs of each party to the 
transaction. That was one of the reasons 
for adopting the principle of the zones, 
and allowing the parties interested to 
play between the 10 and the 30 per cent. 
in order that, according to their particular 
circumstances, they might approach as 
nearly as they could to the terms of the 
Conference Report. That being so, the 
Government from their point of view 
ought not say to the tenants, “ You shall 
not pay the price you wish to pay” 
except up to the point which was con- 
sidered necessary for the security of the 
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State. That point was found at a reduc- 
tion of 10 per cent. on second-term 
rents, and the Government would be un- 
necessarily interfering with the bargaining 
it they made the reduction greater when 
they did not consider it need be greater 
for the security of the State. He there- 
fore opposed the Amendment. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) said 
the Committee could not be controlled by 
the findings of the Land Conference. The 
responsibility of Members was to consider 
each Amendment on its merits as it came 
hefore them. If the difference between 
10 per cent. and 15 per cent. was so in- 
considerable as had been urged, why 
should not the poor men—the tenants — 
got the benefit of it rather than the com- 
paratively rich men—the landlords? The 
fact that the existing Government was 
satisfied with the proposed reduction was 
no reason why the taxpayers should 
acquiesce. He certainly refused to 
pin his faith to the present Adminis- 
tration in the matter of the economy 
or security of the taxpayers. The 
duty of the Committee was to see that 
the security was ample. The figures 
quoted by the hon. Member for Oldham 
demonstrated that with the minimum 
reduction at 10 per cent. the purchase 
annuity might possibly exceed the second- 
term rents. With what face could the 
Committee pass a clause having sueh an 
effect as that ? What security was there 
that the public purse would not be called 
upon to make good the deficiency? With 
the minimum reduction fixed at 10 per 
cent. there was no margin of security 
at all. He appealed to the Committee 
not to listen to the argument that, because 
of what was done at the Conference, and 
because the landlords insisted on receiv- 
ing from gilt-edged securities as much 
money as they had obtained from the 
most uncertain and contingent of 
all incomes—that derived from Irish 
land, they should he blind to their first 


duty of seeing that the State was 
sufficiently protected against future 
loss. 


Mr. ASHTON (Bedfordshire, Luton) 
said that in view of the large amount 
to be advanced by the British taxpayer 
for the purpose of carrying out this 
scheme, the figures produced by the hon. 
Member for Oldham ought to give every 
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| English Member pause before refusing 
to vote for the Amendment. Those 
figures showed that with the 10 per cent. 
reduction the landowner would get as 
much money as the gross amount of his 
present rent, whereas everybody who 
knew anything about land was aware 
that before the real value could be ascer- 
tained large deductions had to be made. 
Therefore, looking at the matter from 
the point of view of the British taxpayer, 
the figures of the hon. Member for 
Oldham had convinced him that with 
the 10 per cent. reduction the security 
was not good enough. It was of 
enormous importance that the repre- 
sentatives of Ireland should be satisfied 
in this respect. But the Irish Party 
had declared, through their leader, 
that they would not be satisfied with 
10 per cent. reduction, and he cer- 
tainly was not prepared to support 
the Bill if the Irish Members were not 
to be satisfied with it. Unlessthe people 
of Ireland were satisfied the arrange- 
ments would not be worth the paper on 
which they were writt-n. On _ these 
grounds he should support the Amend- 
ment. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB pointed out that 
the rents here dealt with had been fixed, 
not by the landlord, but by a judicial 
tribunal, by whom all the circumstances 
referred to by thehon. Memberfor Oldham 
had been taken into account. It had 
also to be remembered that, in addition to 
the rent, there were the tenants’ improve- 
ments, and, in many cases, the tenants’ 
houses to be added to the security. 


*Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) 
said that it appeared to him that both 
parties to this dispute were being so 
handsomely dealt with by the British 
taxpayer through the exploitation of the 
national credit, that either of them could 
well afford to give way on the question 
of the 5 per cent. A tenant ot a £10 
second-term rental holding would under 
the Bill first get a 10 per cent. reduction 
to £9, and then receive the whole of the 
twenty-five years purchase money, £225, 
at 3} per cent.—including sinking fund 
—making his annual payment £7 4s. 
instead of £10. The landlord, on the 
other hand, would get enough to yield 
him his present rent in a 3} per cent. 
investment. At the same time, as it was 
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not a compulsory Bill, some inducements | 
to sale must be held out, and he doubted | 
if the tenants’ representatives were | 
pressing for the reduction. | 
and they could be assured of their present 


wise in 
If this question came to a division, 
as it was to the interest of the British 
taxpayer that no more should be paid 
than was absolutely necessary, he should 
vote for the Amendment. 


Mr. COGHILL said that upon this 
question he intended to vote with the 
hon. Member who had moved this 
Amendment. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said he 
knew of hundreds of cases where, in 
the case of judicial rents fixed within 
the last three or four years, the 
landlords had had to give consider- 
able abatements. He knew a_ case 
where a landlord had to give 16 per 
cent. abatement upon a rent which had 
been recently reduced. Second-term 
rents had recently been reduced by 6, &, 
and 10 per cent., although in some cases 
the rents had been raised. The hon. and 
gallant Member for Yarmouth appeared 
to represent both the taxpayers of Yar- 
mouth and the landlords of Ireland. 
They should not forget that after the 
passing of the Local Government Act 
Irish landlords were relieved of the pay- 
ment of the Poor Rate and other local 
charges, but they were left some special 
charges for which they were still liable, 
but when the landlords took themselves 
bag and baggage out of Ireland those 
charges would have to be borne by the 
annuitants. 


*Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.) said 
he had an Amendment on the Paper 
increasing the minimum reduction, but 
after the Amendment of the hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford he con- 
sidered that he would not be justified in 
moving the Amendment standing in his 
name. Only two years ago the Landlords 
Convention demanded that they should 
be protected so far as to be able to get an 
equivalent sum which would produce an 
amount equal to their present net income. 
That claim had been put forward again 
to-day on their behalf by the hon. and 
gallant Member for Yarmouth. The 
ease of the Irish tenant farmer was 


identical with the case of the English 


Mr. Tomkinson. 
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taxpayer. Apart altogether from the 
absurd and unreasonable prices contained 
in the first clause of this Bill, in his 
opinion the landlords’ case could be met, 


net income if the minimum reduction 
moved by the hon. and learned Member 
for Waterford was accepted by the 
Government. There was another view 
of the question which had not been 
brought as yet before the Committee. 
The Chief Secretary, when he introduced 
this Bill, told them that he estimated the 
rental of the estates to be sold at about 
£4,000,000 per annum. It was estimated 
that one-third at least of the landlords’ 
interest was mortgaged. Taking those 
figures as correct, there would be a sum 
of £40,000,000 as mortgages upon land in 
Ireland, and the interest upon that would 
be about 45 or 5 per cent. Taken at 
44 per cent., it gave a sum of £1,800,000 
per annum, as the sum paid by the land- 
lords for interest on mortgages. Of 
course the cost of collection would have 
to be considered. At the Landlords 
Convention, Mr. Montgomery estimated 
the cost of collection at 125 per cent., 
and that meant a sum of £500,000, and 
if they added that sum to the £1,800,000 
interest, it gave a sum of £2,300,000, 
which they had to deduct from the gross 
rental of £4,000,000 in order to arrive at 
the net rental. These figures gave 
£1,700,000 as the net rental at present 
enjoyed by the Irish landlords. Looking 
at this from a landlord’s standpoint, 
how was this sum of £1,700,000 to be 
secured to them without putting an un- 
necessary burden upon the tenant 
purchaser? It was proposed that twenty 
years purchase of the gross rental would 
not be an unfair price for the landlords 
to receive or for the tenants to pay, but 
if they took it at twenty years pur- 
chase the sum required amounted to 
£80,000,0U0. There was a bonus of 
£12,000,000 to be given to the landlords 
under the Act by the general taxpayer, 
and thus they got £92,000,000, which 
was to be made up under the Bill and 
paid to the landlords. The landlords 
must pay off their mortgages, and if they 
deducted from the £92,000,000 the exist- 
ing mortgages of £40,000,000 that left 
them £52,000,000 for invesument. 


Under the Bill additional facilities 
were being conferred upon landlords and 
trustees for investing this money. The 
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sphere of trustee investments was some- | 


what enlarged, and he had no doubt 
whatever when they came to consider the 
present state of the money market, the 
jandlords would be able’ to invest this 
money at 34 per cent. Three per cent. 
Corporation stocks were now being 
issued at a large discount, and under 
the extended sphere landlords would 
be easily able to obtain for their 
money 34 per cent. The sum of 
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£52,000,000 invested at 34 per cent. | 


would produce an annual income of 


£1,820,000 a year, or £120,000 more than | 
the income at present enjoyed by the | 


landlords. He would suggest that the 
amount of the bonus should not go 
accordin: to the price of the estates or the 
gross rentals, but ia proportion to the net 


had given, would pay twenty years pur- 
chase in order to secure to the landlords 
the income which they at present enjoyed. 


The argument put forward by the hon. | 
and gallant Member for Great Yarmouth | 


that it did not matter much to the tenant 
farmers of Ireland whether they paid ten 
or twelve years extra purchase so long as 


they got a reduction of their present rents | 
ft P ‘County Galway, and he 
/understand why some hon. 


was notcorrect. The Lrish tenant farmers, 
as evidenced by their dealings under the 
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jecting the Amendment would be that 
the Bill, instead of facilitating the final 
settlement of this vexed question, would 
only be another milestone on the agrarian 
road in Ireland. He did not think the 
land question could ever be settled by a 
voluntary Bill. He believed there must 
be compulsory sale. Until they had 
compulsory sale, year after year the sam-:: 
story would be repeated in this House 
as had been told for the last century. 
This Bill, from that point of view, would 
never settle the land question. He urged 
the right hon. Gentleman to consider the 
wishes put forward practically unani- 
mously by hon. Members from Ireland in 
favour of the instalment of justice asked 
for in the Amendment. Although Irish 


| landlords might, in some cases, be unwill- 
income derivable from the several estates. | 
The purchasing tenants, on the basis he | 


ing to sell their estates, he believed they 
would be induced to do so if they were 
satisfied that this Bill would settle the 
question. 


Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.) said that 
as one deeply interested in the acceptance 


| of the Amendment, he wished to say a 


Ashbourne Act, had shown themselves as | 
shrewd business men as the farmers of | 


any country in the world, and they would 
ponder over it before they undertook to 


pay a price which would place a burden | 


round their necks if they purchased under 
this Act, and which would place them in 
a far worse position than their neighbours 
who had purchased under the Ashbourne 
Act. As one largely interested in the 
land question he could assure the Com- 
mittee that if tenants could not buy in 
the future under the Ashbourne Act he 
would advise them to borrow 


word in favour of it. He was acquainted 
with the conditions of the districts in 
could not 

Members 
had rushed to the conclusion that on 
the second-term rents the tenants had 
been granted a reduction of 20 per 
cent. Two or three years ago when the 
second-term rents were being fixed a 
wave of indignation ran over the districts 


/at what was being done by the Sub- 
| Commissioners. The tenantry at that time 


visited him and asked what they were to 
do in the circumstances in which they 


| were placed. The landlords before going 


money | 


at 5 per cent. to pay the landlord rather | 


than borrow from the Government under 
this Act. 


He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would concede the small measure of 
justice asked for by the hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford. After 
all, 5 per cent. was not much. It would 
not break the back of the landlord or 
tenant even if the Government did not 
yield, but the acceptance of the Amend- 
ment would help to make the working of 


the Bill practicable. The result of re- | of 


into Court offered second-term reductions 
varying from 20 to 25 per cent. On 
entering the Court the tenants in some 
cases not only did not get their rents. 
reduced but had them increased. What 
possibility did that open up to the Irish 
Government in future? He pointed this 
out as a reason why the right hon. Gentle- 
man should not take it into account to 
induce him to accept the Amendment now 
before the Committee. If the Amend- 
ment was passed hon. Members from 
Ireland would be able to point out to the 
tenants that there was a prospect of their 
getting a further reduction of 15 instead 
10 per cent. By retaining the 
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minimum figure yesterday the Govern- 


ment committed a mistake and incorpor- , 


ated one of the greatest possible flaws in 
the measure. He hoped they would 
repent that mistake by accepting this 
Amendment. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.) said the 
limit of 10 per cent. had been defended 
by the hon. and gallant Member for Great 
Yarmouth. He had in his mind a case 
which occurred last year on the Warden 
“state in County Kerry. Mr. Warden 
was, he understood, connected with the 
hon. Member for Great Yarmouth. In 
that case the valuer gave evidence that 
the value of a holding was £7, but the 
Sub-Commissioners who might have been 
expected to stand fairly between the 
landlord and the tenant fixed the rent at 
£7 10s. In connection with the fixing 
of second-term rents the tenant often felt 
aggrieved at the decisions of the Sub- 
Commission. He impressed on the Chief 
Secretary that this Amendment had been 
supported by every Member who spoke 
for Ireland. In regard to a previous 
Amendment the right hon. Gentleman 
said that on account of the unanimity of 
opinion on the part of the Irish Members 
he would give way. He thought that in 
this matter he ought to do the same 
thing. By doing so he would ensure 
that the tenants would be protected and 


that the interest of the British taxpayer | 


would also be safeguarded. 


Mr. O7DOWD (Sligo, 8.) said he repre- 
sented a county in the West of Ireland 
which was deeply interested in the matter 
under discussion. He could not conceive 
why the Chief Secretary would not, in 
the face of what occurred last night, 
without the slightest hesitation accept 
the very moderate Amendment proposed 
by his hon. friend and leader the Member 
for Waterford. His county, although 


partially congested, was peculiarly an | 


agricultural county, and thegreater portion 
of it was occupied by farms of between 
£20 and £50 valuation. The question 
dealt with by the Amendment concerned 
them very much indeed, and it would be a 
grievous disappointment to all classes of 
farmers in the county if it were not 
accepted by the Chief Secretary. He 
would remind the right hon. Gentleman 
and the House that under the Ashbourne 
Act many estates had been purchased not 


Mr, Duffy. 
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only in County Kerry but all over the 
west of Ireland on the basis of sixteen 
and seventeen years purchase. These 
purchases were effected on the basis of 
seventeen years purchase on first-term 
rents and with decadal reductions. If the 
limitations, proposed in the clause, to 
agreements between landlord and tenant 
were insisted on it would create in his 
county the same discontent as in the case 
of the Dillon Estate. If the right hon. 
Gentleman rejected the Amendment he 
would leave the great body of the 
people in Ireland under the impres- 
sion that the Government had no 
serious intention of passing this measure 
into law. Even if it were passed it would 
become inoperative. All those who had 
taken part in the agrarian agitation in 
Ireland during the past fifteen years were 
as anxious as any hon. or right hon. 
Gentleman in the House to bring the 
Irish agrarian war to an end, so that 
they could press on their case for social 
reforms, the industrial development of 
their country and the creation of a Parlia- 
ment of theirown. They were sincere 
in their wish to bring the agrarian war to 
a close in the interest of every class and 
religious section in the community ; anc 
he appealed to the right hon. Gentleman 
to accept this moderate Amendment and 
by so doing repair some of the damage he 
had done the previous night. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) said that on a matter of this kind 
first impressions counted for a very great 
deal, and if the idea was given to people 
who were anxious to enter into negotia- 
tions for the purchase of their holdings 
that they would only get a 10 per cent. 
reduction from what they were now 
paying, many of them would fight shy. 
The first question he was asked in the 
County of Clare was what reduction they 
could possibly get if they entered into 
arrangements under the Bill; and if the 
right hon. Gentleman put him in the 
position to say that only 10 per cent. was 
to be given a great many of them would 
hesitate and hold back. The last second 
term rents fixed had not been at all satisfac- 
tory, and therefore they expected a larger 
reduction. Ifthe right hon. Gentleman en- 
abled the Irish Members to go to their con- 
stituents and say that they would get a re- 
duction of 15 percent. onsecond-term rents 
straight away, it would greatly facilitate 
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the progress of the Bill and induce 
people to take action on it. Hon. Gentle- 
men opposite might resist the Amend- 
ment on the ground that this was another 
attempt to extort terms that would not 
be fair to the landlords ; but that was not 
his idea or that of his hon. friends. On 
former occasions he could hardly find 
words strong enough in which to describe 
the conduct of the landlords, but he 
recognised that a truce had been called 
on both sides, and that there was a sincere 
desire to come to a solution of the land 
question. They did not want to with- 
hold from the landlords a fair and reason- 
able share in this bargain, but they aiso 
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wanted the vast majority of the small 
farmers to take advantage of the provi- 
| sions of this Biil when it passed into law, 
| and to become the owners of their own 
soil. If the tenants did not get a reduc- 
tion of 15 per cent., which was fair, they 
/would say that they preferred to hold 
‘out to a future time when they would be 
able to get infinitely better terms than 
those now proposed in the Bill. 
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Question put. 


Committee divided :—Ayes, 217 ; Noes, 
175. (Division List No. 119.) 
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Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W.( Worcestersh.,N) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E R.( Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Hry. Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B.Stuart 


| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
| Yerburgh, Robt, Armstrong 


| Taylor, Austin (Hast Toxteth) 
| TELLERS FOR THE AYES - 


Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mappin, Sir Fredk. Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Kdw.(FermanaghN. 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. Jonn P. (Galway,N 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, S.) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. Tipperary, N.) 
O’Brien, William (Cork) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
oO’ ey, William 

O’Mara, James 


| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


O’Shee, James John 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Pauiton, James Mellor 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 


| Reddy, M. 
| Redmond, Jn. E. (Waterford) 


Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid,SirR. Threshie( Dumfries) 
tickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
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Robson, William Snowdon | Soares, Ernest J. 
Roche, John | Sullivan, Donal 


Roe, Sir Thomas 
Russell, T. W. 


Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
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| Taylor, Theo. C. (Radcliffe) 
| Thomas, David Altred( Merthyr 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) | Thomas, J. A. (Glam., Gower) 
| Lhompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 
| Tomkinson, James 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) Toulmin, George 
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Wason, Jolin Cathcart (Orkney 
White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 
Whittaker, Thomag Palmer 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 





Sheehan, Daniel Daniel | Trevelyan, Charles Philips TELLERS FOR THE NOES — 
Shipman, Dr. John G. | Tully, Jasper Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) | Wallace, Robert Captain Donelan. 


Sloan, Thomas Henry 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND asked whether 
the next Amendment standing in his 
name would be in order ? 


*THoeE CHAIRMAN: No. I do not 
think it would. I think it would cover 
the same ground as was taken yesterday, 
but it would be in order to move to omit 
“thirty ” and insert “ forty.” 


| quent Amendments. 


| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he would con- 
fine his attention to that point, although 
other points would be raised by subse- 
In order to justify 
the figure thirty he would take up the 
argument which he had with the hon. 
Member for Oldham on an earlier Amend- 
ment. <A reduction of 30 per cent. would 
mean £70 instead of £100, and that would 


| produce a capital sum from the tenant of 


| £2,154. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he would | 


accordingly propose to omit “ thirty ” 
and insert “forty.” After what had 


taken place the previous day, every one | 


knew that they had endeavoured to put 
before the Committee in the most forcible 
manner their opposition to this maximum 
reduction limit. For the present the 


Government were obdurate in this matter, | 


and although he hoped before the Bill 
left the House they would change their 
minds, he thought the best thing they 


But he ought to add something 
for the bonus. How much should be 
added it was impossible to say, but he 
would add 10 per cent., and then the 
landlord, from the tenant and the State, 
would receive in all £2,369. In order to 
get the terms which the Conference 
desired the landlord to get, and the terms 
which would induce landlords to sell, 
he would have to invest that sum, not 


/at 3 per cent. or 3} per cent., but at more 


could do was to improve the limitation. | 


No 
ing the arguments already put before 
the Committee, and he therefore con- 
tented himself by simply moving the 
Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 24, to leave out the word 


object would be gained by repeat- | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


‘thirty’ and insert the word ‘ forty.’”—(Mr. | 


John Redmond.) 


Question proposed, 
‘thirty ’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM was unable to accept 
the Amendment. 


“That the word | 
| parties. 


than 3? per cent., and he thought he 
should be going very far away from the 
Conference terms, and further than he 
ought to go, if he did not attempt to 
prevent the landlord’s future income 
falling, as it would, below £77 instead 
of £90. Waiving altogether the ques- 
tion that the Conference proposed to pay 


| the 10 per cent. bonus for the investiga- 


tion of title, if the tenants got a reduction 


‘of 30 per cent. and the landlord invested 


the money at 3} per cent. he would only 
get £77 instead of £90 as proposed by 
the Conference. He felt bound as far as 
he could to carry out the spirit of that 
Report and to consider the rights of both 
In this case the tenant would 


be getting 5 per cent. more than he would 


He agreed that the | 


matter had already been discussed at | 
great length, but if hon. Gentlemen | 


opposite thought he ought to add some- 
thing he was prepared to do so. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND directed the 
right hon. gentleman’s attention to the 
point of the modification of the figures. 


VOL. CXXIII. [Fourru Sertgs. } 


get under the Conference terms, and there 
would be a prospect of further reductions. 
They had tried to do justice in this 
matter between the two parties, but that 
was not his main defence for keeping 
the figures as they appeared in the Bill. 


| His main defence of those zones was that 


if they abandoned them, or even altered 
them materially, they would inevitably 
go back to the procedure of the Landed 


2T 
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Estates Court. Even if the Amendment 
were to be carried, when they came to 
work the Bill did anyone suppose that 
the great English Societies, who had large 
sums of money invested in Irish land, 
and who knew nothing of the system of 
land tenure in Ireland, would not, on hear- 
ing that their property was jeopardised, 
move for an injunction to restrain the 
sale of properties at a figure which would 
imperil their securities. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Waterford was not convinced on 
that point, but if necessary he could be fur- 
nished with full details, facts and figures. 
He had found, contrary to his expecta- 
tions, that this Bill had caused a great 
deal of commotion and apprehension 
throughout the ranks of those who had 
interests in Irish land other than those of 
the landlord. The Irish Church body 
alone had £8,000,000 of money invested 
in mortgages in Ireland. If he took 
away this safeguard of the interests of 
those who had mortgages in Irish land 
some others would be found, and these 
might so delay and impede the sales as to 
defeat the object of the Bill. It had 
been asserted that in this matter the 
Government were mainly concerned in 
seeing that the landlords got a certain 
price. He had never denied that, in his 
opinion, they were bound to see that to a 
certain extent the terms of the Confer- 
ence were carried out. But he had con- 
tended that the landlord would not get 
as much as the tenant. Behind all that 
stood these legal difficulties and the dan- 
gers of delay. They could be best met by 


statutory enactment, and they must be , 


met if they wished to avoid great dis- 
appointment in Ireland and elsewhere. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he desired to 
recall to the Committee the fact that in 
1896 when the Bill was going through 
the House he moved an Amendment to 
give the mortgagees and encumbrancers 
the power to sellin the LandCourt. That 
Amendment was opposed by the Govern- 
ment and rejected. The Government 
having refused to take the advice offered 
in 1896, which would have got rid of the 
whole difficulty, now turned round and 
told the Committee that the mortgagees 
and encumbrancers were the chief reason 
why the zone system was invented. It 
was foolish to be wise before their time. 


, owner, 
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to sell the landlord out of his house and 
home, although the landlord, as they now 
knew from the right hon. Gentleman, was 
in many cases in the Westport Union. 
He had never taken up the position that 
some defence could not be made in respect 
of the zone system, and his friends in the 
Conference would not have come to the 
conclusion that there might be a zone 
system had they not had some reason for 
it. He acknowledged that in the Bill as 
drawn there must be some system ; they 
might have some system of notice by 
which the mortgagee could come in and 
the whole question of priority of charge 
settled when they were selling what might 
be a bankrupt estate, a system which 
would involve a long procedure ; or they 
might havea zone system. They debated 
that question on the previous day and 
decided it, and to-day they were not 
dealing so much with the zone system 
but what the limits of the zone ought to 
be. 

Accepting the proposition of the 
zone system, and leaving the mortgagees 
and encumbrancers out of the case, he 
desired to ask why the right hon. Gentle- 
man had given no answer to the question 
why the unencumbered land had required 
azone system. The right hon. Gentleman 
had given no reply to that ; he would 
give it himself. The reply was “ Trinity 
College, Dublin.” The case of the Irish 
Chureh body was an entirely different 


case because the Irish Church body 
was a genuine encumbrancer. That 


was not the case of ‘Trinity College at 
all. The middleman in Trinity College 
was the owner of the fee simple, and, 
having been created the fee simple 
Trinity College was in the 
position that it was not an encumbrancer 
and it was not the head landlord. It 
was in the position of a quasi-charger. 
Trinity College was in an _ unusual 
position in the eye of the law, and when 
he asked why was not the owner of the 
fee simple allowed to do what he liked 
he received no reply. For the sake ot 
Trinity College, an undisclosed prin- 
cipal, the whole independence of the 
landlord was to be fettered. Let them 


put Trinity College in a separate and 


distinct category. It occupied a position 
abhorrent to the real principles of law; 


They were too wise in 1896 and were|it was a creature of special Acts of 
then scoffed at ; they were told it would Parliament with a special status given 
not be right to give a mortgagee power 


Mr, Wyndham. 


|to it. Let them exempt it not from the 
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Bill, but from the operation of this 
system of zones, and deal with it under 
some special and separate clause. The re- 
sult would be thatthe two guardian angels 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary might fairly lead the House 
and not be embarrassing the Government 
ut every turn, and they would be able to 
discuss Trinity College ina separate clause. 
If that suggestion met the view of Irish 
\fembers it might be the means of creat- 
ing some freedom for the Government 
and the landlords and tenants of Ireland 
with regard to the rest of the Bill. At 
the present moment they were discussing 
the zone not as an Irish zone in truth 
but asa zone governed and fettered by 
the position of Trinity College. He 
wished Irish landlords in this matter 
would form a special group among them- 
selves to speak in this House upon this 
matter, in which case the Government 
would be much less fettered. The Irish 
landlords were advising the Government 
from what they believed to be the point 
of view of their own interests, but the 
more he contemplated the action of the 
Government the less he was satisfied 
that the interests of the landlords were 
best advocated in this. The interests of 
the landlords did not conflict in this 
sill, and therefore it was that they 
could approach this matter better from 
the position of judicious bottle-holders 
than as partisans. The Government 
should ask the landlords whether they 
were in the position of an (Keumenical 
Council giving infallible advice in this 
matter. 
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Mr. DILLON said this Amendment 
raised a most important question. The 
right hon. Gentleman put forward the 
appeal that he was in a measure 
bound to maintain the income of the 
landlords at the net return of the second- 
term rentals and not allow any freedom 
of bargaining which would reduce them 
below that level. That introduced 
the question of the basis on which 
the income was to be estimated. 
Under the -provisions of the Bill, it 
would be easy for landlords to invest 
the proceeds of the sale of their estates 
at certainly 37 per cent., so that the 
estimate of the Chief Secretary was 
entirely wrong. That made a consider- 
able difference in the question of the 
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net income. Then speakers on the 
other side had altogether ignored 
the payments to mortgagees. The 
normal condition of landlords in Ireland 
was that their estates were mortgaged 
to at least one-third of their value, and 
many of them to the extent of two- 
thirds. The truth of the matter was 
that it would not be under the mark to say 
that the landlords would be able to 
invest their proceeds at an average of 
4 per cent. ; and it was absurd to carry 
on the argument on the assumption 
that the landlords were really compelled, 
in order to get their present net income, 
to invest the proceeds of their estates at 
3} percent. In many cases, instead of 
suffering a reduction of net income, the 
landlords, in addition to exchanging an 
absolutely rotten security for a gilt- 
edged security, would considerably in- 
crease their net income. What English 
or Scotch Member was there who, if 
dependent on an income from land, 
would not, in the present condition of 
agriculture, gladly exchange that 
income at a considerable net loss for 
an income from a gilt-edged security ? 
The argument of the Chief Secretary on 
that point absolutely fell to the ground. 

Then the right hon. Gentleman had 
referred to the old question of legal 

delay, and urged the necessity, unless 
there was a statutory enactment, of 
giving notice to all the interests con- 
cerned. But why should the statutory 
enactment take the particular form pro- 
posed in Clause 1 ? Moreover, that was 
no argument against extending this 
limit, because, even if it were increased 
to 40, or 50, or 60 per cent., the statu- 
tory enactment would still remain. 

The question of legal delay had been 

grossly exaggerated. The delay in the 
Landed Estates Court, of which the 
right hon. Gentleman had drawn appal- 

ling pictures, was largely due to the 

fact that the Court had been perverted, 

he believed illegally, from the purpose 

for which it was established, into a 

rent-collecting machine, a nursery for 

bankrupt estates, and a means of pre- 

venting rather than expediting sales. 

It was really monstrous to quote the 

Landed Estates Court as an example of 

what might occur. Had the right hon. 


Gentleman ever read the history of the 
Encumbered Estates Court, the parent 
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of the Landed Estates Court ? In those | 
days, when the fate of the old gentry of 
Ireland—many of whom, bad as they 
were, were better than those who had 
come after them—-was at stake, none of 
this tenderness was shown, nor were the 
net incomes so carefully nursed. The 
transactions were executed with a 
rapidity that would make real property 
lawyers in England go into fits. The 
estates were sold at knock-out auction 
in Court for ten, eight, or even seven 
years purchase, without the slightest 
consideration for the interests of the 
owner or the encumbered person. There 
was no reality in this talk about legal 
delay. The machine could easily be 
made to move if so desired. All that 
was wanted were officials who really 
desired to get the work done, and not 
officials whose one object was to prevent 
the work being done for fear of it being 
found that their salaries were unneces- 
sary. But the question of legal delay 
did not arise on this Amendment, which 
was simply a question of giving a little 
more elbow-room tothe bargainers. How 
wasit that the Ashbourne Act had worked 
so well if this enormous difficulty existed ? 
For ten or twelve years that Act worked 
admirably, and it would have worked 
better if the members of the Land Com- 
mission had stuck to their work instead 
of wandering over Europe inspecting 
stud farms in Germany, or receiving 
the King at Hackney Substantially the 
old machinery worked well, and all that 
was necessary to make it work more 
rapidly was a clearance of the old 
officials, the introduction of fresh blood, 
a sufficient number of men to do the 
work of minor ofticials—such as inspec- 
tion and detail work—and some induce- 
ment to the landlords additional to the 
prices which the tenants had been 
willing or able to offer in the past. The 
Irish party still held that compulsion 
was the proper course. In the face of 
what had occurred, however, he was | 
content to try the experiment of offering | 
to the landlords three or four years 
purchase more than they had been in 
the habit of receiving, and then putting | 
a limit to the period during which that 
offer should hold good. If that system 
gave a prospect of settling the question 
so much the better; but if it failed the | 


Mr. Dillon. 
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ery for compulsion would be irresistible. 
That system, he contended, could get a 
perfectly fair trial under the old 
machinery. For his part he could only 
say that even if the Amendment of the 
hon. and learned Member for Waterford 
were accepted, he should still feel bound, 
so long as this limit to the maximum 
reduction remained, to oppose the whole 
clause. 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATkKiNson, London- 
derry, N.) said the hon. Member who 
had just sat down had expressed for 
the first time thorough approval of 
the existing system under the Ashbourne 
Act. Hardly a day went past in which 
his right hon. friend the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland was not asked questions 
as to how it was that such and such a pur- 
chase had not been carried out, what had 
been the meaning of the delay, and 
whether nothing could be done to stir 
up the Land Commission. The Confer- 
ence Report stated that one of the main 
conditions of success in reference to any 
land purchase scheme must be its prompt 
application, and the avoidance of investi- 
gations and delays which had hitherto 
taken place in all the legislative pro- 
posals for settling the relations between 
landlord and tenant in Ireland. There 
were one or two matters which had 
been left out of consideration. The hon, 
Member opposite had urged the lower- 
ing of the minimum price. They should, 
however, remember that they had got 
to deal with a number of landlords who 
could not afford to sell at a low price. 
There was no practical use in fixing a 
minimum of 40 or 50 per cent. below 
the rent, because then the choice 
would only be either to accept those 
terms with beggary or stay on 
and take their chance. His right hon. 
friend the Chief Secretary hae asked 
him to endeavour to assist th Com- 
mittee to come to a correct appreciation 
of the delays which it was sought to 
avoid by the money limit in the Bill. 
There were, of course, the delays neces: 
sarily incident to the ordinary procedure 
of the Landed Estates Court. They had 
to ascertain every encumbrance, fix the 


extent of every tenant’s holding, ascer- 


tain the rights inter se of all the tenants, 
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and every easement. It was necessary 
that the utmost care should be taken, 
and he was certain that formerly no 
estate was ever brought to sale in the 
Landed Estates Court within one or two 
years from the date when the petition 
was filed. For the first time in the 
history of the world they were enabling 
a man by this Bill, who might only have 
an interest for £60 a year in his pro- 
perty, to sell without anybody’s consent 
or concurrence, and behind everybody's 
back, to the tenantry, property of which 
he might only hold a very small part. 
It was a great invasion of the right of 
private property as generally understood. 
If a Bill were passed enabling his hon. 
friend’s neighbour to sell him out with- 
out consulting him at all, surely it 
would not be sufficient to be assured 
that he was not a ‘‘scallywag”’ but that 
he was an honourable man. Without 
asking anybody's consent this man 
might sell a property of which he did 
not own one-thousandth part. If they 
did not want robbery to take place they 
must give effect to these powers. 


In order to maintain the interest of the 
tenant, the landlord, the Government, 
society, and the public peace and con- 
tentment of the country, it was ab- 
solutely necessary to diminish as much 
as possible the interval before a sale 
could be concluded. The ordinary legal 
protection was both costly and cumbrous, 
and the best way would be to bring 
every person interested before the 
Court. They should bring everybody 
whose property they were disposing of 
before the Court in order to ascertain 
whether they consented or not to the 
proposed sale. There was scarcely a 
estate in Ireland in which 
that process would not involve the 
consideration of a couple of marriage 
settlements, and probably one or 
two wills. He would take as an example 
the case of a man who settled his estate 
upon his son. The tenant for life exer- 
cised power of appointment and appointed 
his second son. Therefore the tenant for 
life, the eldest son, and the second son 
were the only two persons interested. 
Afterwards one of the other. children 
might come in and declare that the 
appointment of the brother was fraudu- 
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pecuniary interest by it, and he might 
claim that the estate belonged to the 
three of them. There was scarcely a 
question which could be raised in a Court 
of law which was more difficult than to 
decide when an appointment was void 
from corrupt influence. That was why 
this tribunal was absolutely incompetent 
to deal with such a question of law, which 
must under those circumstances neces- 
sarily be transferred to some legal 
tribunal. Speaking from practical know- 
ledge of the mode of procedure, he had 
no hesitation in saying that it would be 
absolutely impossible to get the consent 
of all the parties interested in a less inter- 
val than one or two years. Take another 
case. A lady might have an interest of 
£5,000 in an estate, but to sell at this 
low figure she would only get £2,000. 
When they came to look for her 
they might discover that she had 
gone to India. The first thing they had 
to do was to appoint a new trustee, and 
he had seen cases of that kind take five 
years. If they could not have that 
steady and safe protection they must 
have some pecuniary protection. 


Mr. HEMPHILL said that condition 
also arose in the distribution of the 
purchase money under the Ashbourne 
Act. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that if it was 
proposed there should be a sale they had 
to ascertain whether the parties interested 
would consent, and therefore there must 
be a preliminary examination. Did 
his hon. friend mean to say that 
there had not been delays of one or 
two years under the Ashbourne Act ? 
They must have some kind of protection, 
and it was obvious that if there was to 
be protection at all it could not be an 
extremely low figure. He should say 
that to lower the limit below the rent 
was no protection at all, because a part 
owner might sacrifice everybody by 
such a limit. There must be a money 
limit, which would be a fair and ade- 
quate substitute either for the care, 
caution, and supervision of the trustee 
whom they got rid of, or the protection 
given by the Landed Estates Court. 
There must be an adequate limit in 
order to facilitate the proceedings with 





lent because his father gained some 


respect to sale and purchase, 
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Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, Scot- 
land) said that one of the charms of 
this Assembly was that they were liable 
to get a lecture by a competent expert 
on almost any subject under Heaven. 
If the hon. Gentleman the Member for 
London University had an opportunity 
he was sure that he could charm the 
House by a lecture on _ bacteriology. 
That lecture would be quite as relevant 
to the particular Amendment with 
which the C»mmittee were now dealing 
as the lecture of the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman the Attorney-General 
for Ireland. He yielded to no man in 
his admiration of the lucidity with which 
the right hon. Gentleman managed to 
thread his way through the labyrinth of 
legal subtleties. He really regretted 
that he was not a member of the Bar, 
and better able to appreciate the lecture, 
but, still, its natural charm and literary 
flavour appealed even to a man who was 
not a barrister. But he was an old 
Parliamentarian, and what the lecture 
had to do with the matter before the 
Committee he did not understand. The 
right hon. Gentleman had said that if 
this Amendment were carried it would 
bring in the Landed Estates Court, and 
the Chief Secretary had practically made 
use of the same argument. It was said 
that the result would be that they would 
have all the delay of the Landed Estates 
Court. He could not understand why 
both of these right hon. Gentlemen did 
not see how that argument bore against 
their own position. Assuming that a 
mortgagee thought he was going to be 
wronged by the price to be paid for the 
land, what was his remedy? He under 
stood the Attorney-General to suggest 
that, in order to save himself from 
wrong, he must proceed to the Landed 
Estates Court. That was the very last 
thing he would think of doing if he 
were a sane man, because he knew 
that the right hon: Gentleman, or 
some other member of the legal pro- 
fession, would get a great deal of 
the money that ought to go to the 
mortgagee; and therefore the whole 
force of the Attorney-General’s argu- 
ment would mean that the mortgagee 
would be an unmitigated fool if he went 
into the Landed Estates Court to deal 
with this matter. The Attorney General 
had employed all his skill as an advocate 
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to throw dust in the eyes of the Com- 
mittee. If the remainder man or the 
mortgagee were to be put under those 
perils, let the Attorney-General raisethem 
on the Amendment of which the hon. and 
learned Member tor Plymouth had given 
notice. The Amendment raised in a 
substantial and definite form the danger 
to the mortgagee and the remainder 
man, and if the right hon. Gentleman 
thought those dangers to be as realas the 
Member for Plymouth believed, there was 
no reason why he should not support 
the Amendment. He did not himself 
see why if the hon. and learned Member 
for Plymouth was able to make out a 
case, the Nationalist Members should 
not support his Amendment. It raised 
the question in a proper shape, because 
the only proper protection was by giving 
the right of appeal. If they imagined 
that they were being unfairly dealt with 
that was their remedy, but the remedy 
of the Attorney-General was that the 
tenant should be compelled to pay two 
or three more years purchase of the 
land than he was entitled to pay. 


Mr. ATKINSON: He has not the 
opportunity of appeal. The land will 
probably be sold before he knows any- 
thing about it. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOK said the property 
would be sold but the money would not 
be disposed of. This was an argument in 
favour of the “scallywag’’ Jandlord. The 
Nationalists Members had used some 
strong language on these benches with 
regard to landlords, but they had never 
erected the “ scallywag ” landlord into a 
main factor in the settlement of the Irish 
land question, as had been done by the 
Attorney-General. The right hon. 
Gentleman had brought forward the 
subtleties of his profession, and used his 
trained advocate’s tongue to try to 
induce the House to think that the 
real question at issue was not whether 
the tenants should be compelled to pay 
more money than they ought to do, 
but that there would be these extra- 
ordinary difficulties in the way of the 
settlementof the question ifthe Committee 
accepted the Amendment. When he 
heard the right hon. Gentleman talk he 
almost thought that there had never 
been ‘and purchase in‘Ireland. If the 
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right hon. Gentleman believed in the | 
almost metaphysical impossibilities of | 
selling land in Ireland he could tell him 
that many of the landlords did not 
share his views. Many of them thought 
that this insistence upon these zones 
would in the end turn out to the 
prejudice of the landlord and not to 
their benefit in some cases at least. 
The right hon. Gentleman seemed to be 
determined to artificially fix both the 
minimum and the average price of land 
in Ireland at four or five years purchase 
heyond what had ever been given for it 
before. Such an extraordinary proposi- 
tion would have been incredible had not 
the Attorney-General tried to defend it. 
It was an attempt on the part of the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman to 
darken the councils of the House by 
legal subtleties. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he regretted 
with the hon. Member for Scotland 
Division of Liverpool what he called the 
lecture of the right hon. and learned 
Attorney-General. When the Bill was 
being read a second time the right hon. 
Gentleman was pressed to account for 
these zones, and the only explanation he 
had to offer for the maximum reduction 
was that it was placed there to prevent 
the coercion of the landlords by the 
tenants. They had been diligently trying 
ever since the Bill was printed to find 
out the real defence of the maximum 
price, and they had only discovered it 
that night. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the hon. 
Member tell the Committee why there 
were zones put into the Land Conference 
Report ? 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that they 
were not dealing now with the principle 
of zones, but with the maximum reduc- 
tion within the zones. His right hon. 
and learned friend had given the Com- 
mittee for the first time the intelligent 
and real reason for the maximum reduc- 
tion of the price which the tenant was 
to pay; and he was grateful for it, 
because some of them would now be 
able to tell their own people why it had 
been done. Why should the Front 
Bench mix up the Land Judge’s Court 
and the Landed Estates Court as if they 


{17 JUNE 1903} 








Land Bill. 


were one and the same thing? Almost 
every day questions were asked about 


1234 


the delay in selling this, that, and the 


other estate in every part of Ireland. 
Where did the delay take place? Not 
in the Land Commission, but mainly in 
the Irish Land Judge’s Court. Motion 
after Motion had been made in the 
House in regard to these delays, but 
they had never had the support of the 
Attorney-General to try and obviate the 
notorious delays in the Land Judge's 
Court. In fact that Court had ceased to 
be a Court, and had become a great rent- 
collecting machine for bankrupt Irish 
landlords. As he understood the 
Attorney-General, the re:] reason for the 
maximum reduction was that under 
the previous Purchase Acts numerous 
inquiries were indispensable before a sale 
could be effected. All sorts of legal 
difficulties arose, and unless these were 
settled the limited owner could not 
sell. The learned Attorney-General 
had not answered the question of 
the hon. and learned Member for 
Louth as to unencumbered estates where 
there was no limited owner to arrest a 
sale. Because of these delays, vexatious 
and absurd, it was impossible to adopt 
the machinery of the Land Purchase 
Acts in this Bill. The system adopted 
in this Bill was much speedier, more 
drastic. more thorough; and it was 
because that had been done, and because 
the limited owner had been enabled to sell, 
therefore, the tenant who bought must 
pay for this easing of the machine. The 
conclusion to which the hon. Member for 
Scotland Division had arrived was 
irresistible. He did not say that the 
limited owner ought to be allowed to 
sell, if he had only a very small interest, 
over the heads of the other parties con- 
cerned ; but then the remedy for that 
was not to tax the tenant but clearly to 
allow bargains to be made outside these 
limits subject to the decision of the 
Estates Commission as to the position of 
the remainder man. When the full 
effect of that part of the Bill was known 
it would be scouted in Ireland. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he was 
most anxious to get an answer from 
the right hon. the Attorney-General 
to his question ; and he was also very 
anxious that they should know, what 
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nobody now knew, who the gentlemen 


were belonging to the Land Conference | 


who approved of the zones. Surely a 
great historic matter like that should 
be made known to the Irish people. 
There must have bee some reason in 
the mind of these strong advocates of 
zones. He was prepared to make a 
statement in reference to the services of 
these gentlemen to the Irish cause. 
Nobody more readily recognised these 
services than he did. But the general 
[rish public remained in the dark asto the 
inventor or inventors of these zones and 
as to the reason for them. He always 
felt as if he had one hand’ tied behind 
his back in discussing this question, 
because the people who invented these 
zones were the strongest on the tenants’ 
side. Where was the answer from the 
Irish Attorney-General? That right 
hon. and learned Gentleman was at all 
events paid for answering questions. 
He acknowledged the very powerful and 
luminous speech the Attorney-General 
had made, so far as one portion of the 
case was concerned. He admitted the 
tremendous force of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s argument, and he could see 
no answer toa large portion of it. But, 
on the other hand, the right hon. 
Gentleman had leit a portion of his 
inquiry unanswered. He had given a 
reason for the protection of the re- 
mainder man. of the chargeants under 
a settlement when a person was allowed 
to sell an estate in which he had only 
an interest to the extent of, say, a 
quarter or less. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had given a reason which was, 
from a lawyer's point of view, sufficient ; 
but he had given no reason whatever 
why an unencumbered owner—and it 
must be assumed that there were some 
unencumbered estates in Ireland—should 
not be allowed to sell. 


There were large unencumbered estates 
—those of the great London Companies 
—in the right hon. Gentleman’s own 
country. When he himself _ fixed 
seventeen years purchase for the sale 
of the Drapers Company’s estate, in 
the county of Derry, on the tenants’ 
side, the Land Commission thought 
the price too high in a number of 
eases. The Mercers Company and 


the Drapers Company, two of the 
Mr. T. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 
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richest corporations in the world, had 
large estates in the county of Derry 
and in the right hon. Gentleman’s own 
constituency. ‘These estates had been 
acquired practically by conquest. He 
wanted to know why the Mercers Com- 
pany, if they wanted to realise their 
property of a morning and pack off to 
London to invest the proceeds there, were 
fettered and compelled to sell at the price 
in this Bill? The Mercers Company 
had no maiden aunts. They had not 
made a will appointing a charge of 
£40,000 on their property to a younger 
son. They had made no deeds or had 
done nothing in any way to affect the 
ownership of their property ; but so far 
as this Bill was concerned the estate of 
the Mercers Company, and every other 
unencumbered estate in Ireland, was as 
much bound to insist on getting this 
high price as a man with the most 
complicated encumbered estate in 
Ireland. Was that reasonable? No. 
The answer was, it was the case of 
Trinity College and their legal rights. 
The right hon. Gentleman dared not 
open his lips on that point, for if he did, 
his own colleague, the Solicitor-General, 
would rise up in revolution against him. 
He had no doubt there were many long 
anxious colloquies behind Mr. Speaker's 
Chair. They had seen them returning 
to the House, now with glowering looks, 
now with hopeful visages, apparently as 
the fate of the question of the minimum 
price went up and down in the counsels 
of the Government. He maintained 
that Trinity College occupied a legal 
position, the like of which did not exist 
on sea or land in any other country on 
the civilised globe. Because its case, as 
he understood it—and he did not pre- 
tend to understand very much about it 
—was that the middleman under Trinity 
College had been created by law the 
owner of the fee simple, and, therefore, 
in legal language, giving the unencum- 
bered fee-simple owner the right to sell 
his estate outside these zones was to the 
prejudice of Trinity College, because 
Trinity College was, by some curious 
decision, above the feesimple owner as 
chargeant. Wasthat notthecase? He 
saw that the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman the Solicitor-General did not 
dissent trom that statement. 
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Sir EDWARD CARSON (Dublin Uni- 
versity): The hon. and learnedGentleman 
is misrepresenting me to this extent, that 
he has not stated that, as the result of 
the Purchase Acts, Trinity College 
property would be sold compulsorily, 
without their having any voice whatso- 
ever in the sale, and at a price which 
would be fixed by the Land Commission, 
and not by any bargain which Trinity 
College made at all. All I say with 
regard to myself is that I ever attempted 
and will, to the best of my ability, at- 
tempt to protect Trinity College, which 
has sent me here. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that now the 
murder was out. He agreed that was 
the position, and yet that anomalous 
position oi Trinity College was to be 
allowed to prejudice the case of all 
unencumbered landlords throughout the 
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length and breadth of the country. He 
did not blame the Solicitors General for 
either England or Ireland for being 
loyal sons of their alma mater; but he 
held that Trinity College ought to be 
dealt with in a special category. He 
also recognised that it was the most 
natural thing for a draftsman, when 
drafting a Bill, to do so in the most 
condensed and workmanlike way possible; 
but let the Chief Secretary entrust to 
the Solicitors-General for England and 
Ireland respectively the dratting of a 
clause which would compel those who 
were selling Trinity College land to give 
notice to the College and sce that it 
obtained a fair price. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 214; 
Noes, 156. (Division List No. 120.) 


AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Aug. Henry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Craig, CharlesCurtis( Antram,S | Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dewar, Sir T. R.(7'r. Hami'ts | Hogg. Lindsay 


Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 

| Hoare, Sir Samuel} 


Aubrey-Fletcher, it. Hn.SirH. | Dickson, Charles Scott Hope, J. F. (Sheff... Btside) 
Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy | Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | Hornby, Sir William Henry 


Baldwin, Alfred 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Man’r | Doughty, George 

Bilfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey | Douglas, Rt. Hon A. Akers 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George | Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

| Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Fardell, Sir T. George , 
Fergusson,Rt Hn.Sir J.(Man’r | Kerr, John 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | Keswick, William 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George | 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bigno!d, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colouc: Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 


Dorington, Rt. Hon. SirJohnE. | Houldsworth. Sir Wm. Henry 


Hoult, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.RP.) 
Jebb. Sir Richard Claverhouse 


Kenvon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 


Law, Andrew Bonar ((¢/asgow) 


Brown, Sir Alx. H. (Shropsh ) | Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks. VNR 


Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt Hn J A (Glasg.) | Flower, Ernest 


Campbell,J.H.M (Dublin Univ | Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W. Long, Col. Chas. W.(Hvesham 
Fyler, John Arthur 

Cavendish, V C W (Derbysh.) | Galloway. William Johnson 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. A 
Cautley, Henry Strother 


Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose | Llewellyn, Evan Henry 


Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Long,Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol, S. 
| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 





Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Ceeil, Lord Hugh (Greenzich) 
Chamberlain, ®t. Hon.J.{Birm 


Chamberlain,Rt.Hn.J A(Worc | 


Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. F. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Right Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw H. Athole 


Cox, Irwin Edwd. Bainbridge | Hamilton Marq.of (Londond’y 


| Hall. Edward Marshall 
| Halsev. Rt. Hon. Thomas F. A ’ 
| Hamilton, RtHnLordG( Midd | Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


Garfit, William 
Gibbs,Hn. A.G.H(Cityvof Lond. | Lovd, Archie Kirkman 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick | Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Gore,HnGR C.Ormsby-(Salop) | Maconochie, A. W. 

Gore. Hon.S8.F. Ormsby-(Linc. | M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Goulding, Fdward Alfred | Majendie, James A. H. 


| Greene,Sir E.W.(Bury St. Ed. | Malcolm, Tan 


Groves. James Grimble | Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E( Wigt'n 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Gunter, Sir Robert Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
| Milvain, Thomas 
Mitchell, William (Burn/ey) 


Montagu, G. (Huntingdon 
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Montagu, Hon.J.Seott( Hants.) 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, David J ( Wal. hamstw) 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 

Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 

Mowbray, Sir Robt. Gray C. 
Mustang. Whiin. AGoahanet Bute 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 





Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay | 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 
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Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, H. (Hackne 
Rolleston, Sir John F, L. | 
topner, Colonel Sir Robert — | 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux | 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) | 
Saunderaon,Rt. Hn.Col. E. J. | 
Seely,Maj.J.E.B.(/sleofWight | 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew) | 


Sinclair, Louis (Romford) | 
| Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, Z.) | 
| Smith, H C( North mb. Tyneside 
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Taylor, Austin (Hast T'ozteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 


| Warde, Colonel C. E. 


Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Lt.-ColA.C.E.( Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.( Worcestersh.,N. 
Wodehouse,. Rt. Hn E.R. (Bath 
Wolff. Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Hry. Wilson 


Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard | Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) | Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 


Platt-Higyins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp | 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pym, C. Guy | 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert | 
Randles, John S. 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry | 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.Z.) 
=llan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Chas. P. (@los., Stroud) | 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Austin, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derhyshare) 
Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (4rmayh, S., 
Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, T. L. (Down. North) 
Craig,Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 
Devlin,Chas. Ramsay(Ga/iay) 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Dunn, Sir William 


| Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
| Farrell, James Patrick 


| Flavin, Michael Joseph 
| Flynn, James Christopher 


| Jameson. Major J. Eustace 
| Jones, William(Carnarvonshire | 
| Jordan, Jeremiah 


| Kilbride, Denis 


Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset | 


Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 


Stock, James Henry 


| Stone, Sir Benjamin 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J G.(O2f dUniv. 


NOES. 


Edwards, Frank 


| Emmott, Alfred 


Evans, Saml. T. (Glamorgan) | 


Fenwick, Charles 
Ffrench, Peter 
Field, William 


Fuller, J. M. F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) | 
Grant, Corrie 
Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick | 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. | 
Hammond, John | 
Hardie, J. Keir (Merthyr Tyd | 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Healy. Timothy Michael 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H | 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristl, 2 | 
Hutchinson, Dr.CharlesFredk. | 


Joyce, Michael 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 


Lambert, George 

Law, H. Alex. (Donegal, W.) | 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwal/) | 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 


| Spencer, Sir E.(W.Bromwich) | Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Wylie, Alexander 


| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
| Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart | Wyndham-Quin, MajorW. H. 
| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir Jn. M. | 


Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES-- 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hoodand Mr. Anstruther. 


Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 


| Lundon, W. 


MacDonnell. Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


M‘Govern, T. 


| M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
| Mansfield, Horace Rendall 

| Mappin, Sir Fredk. ——— 
| Mitchell, Edw. (Fernicanagh,N. 


Mooney, John J. 


| Moulton, John Fletcher 


Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. JohnP ((aliway,N. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, 8.) 

N , Thomas Willans 

O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 

O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
) 
) 


| O’Brien, Patrick an 
| O’Brien, P. J. Tipperary, N. 


O’Brien, William (Cork) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Doherty, William 


| O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 


O'Donnell, T. (erry, WW.) 


| O’Dowd, John 


O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


| O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 


O'Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 


O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


O’Shee, James John 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 


| Paulton, James Mellor 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
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Reddy, M. 

Redmond, Jn. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid,SirR. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Sloan, 


Taylor, Theo. 


Tully, Jasper 





And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 

NEW SOUTH WALES AND PREFEREN. 
TIAL TARIFFS—MOTION FOR AD- 
JOURNMENT (UNDER STANDING 
ORDER No. 10.) 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Sir, I rise to move 
the Motion for which I obtained leave 
this afternoon, and I do so in order, 
in the first place, that we may get 
fuller information on the subject to 
which it refers than it is possible to 
obtain by question and answer across the 
floor of the House, and also because this 
is the most emphatic manner in which 
attention can be called to the extra- 
ordinary situation which has been created 
by the recent conduct of His Majesty’s 
Government in dealing with a_ vital 
interest of the country. I wish to say at 


the outset that I have no criticism what- | 


ever to pass upon the Government of 
New South Wales. 
to express at their action, and still less 
any blame to attribute to them in the 
matter. I need not dwell on what are 
become axioms in this House and in 
the country, the pride and satisfaction 
with which we all view the cordial 
and friendly relations between us and 
our colonies. There is not a man among 
us who would not do all that 
in his power to maintain the sense of 
union and solidarity which exists between 
the mother country and the colonies. 
But upon what is that sense of union 
founded? It is founded upon freedom— 
upon administrative and fiscal freedom. 
Anyone who goes back on the history 
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| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Thomas 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Sullivan, Dona 


Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glam., 2.) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomas, J. A. (Glam., Gower) | 
ThompsonDrE.C(Monagh’n,N | 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


I have no surprise | 


lies | 
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Wason, J. Cathcart ine 

White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 

Whitley, J. H (Halifax) 

1 | Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

C. ey“ | Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 
-) | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 

Young, Samuel 


Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs — 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


| Wallace, Robert 


of the past will soon become aware that 
before that freedom was established there 
were constant bickerings, constant fric- 
tion, and constant irritation. And among 
the objections which I entertain to certain 
proposals which are now in the air is 
that they seem to me to narrow, repress, 
and embarrass this essential freedom in 
fiscal matters, and therefore may be the 
cause of irritation among the colonies, 
though, as we know, these proposals are 
designed for an entirely different purpose. 
The colonial Governments are not only 
entitled, but are required, in the exercise 
of this fiscal freedom, to seek every 
advantage for their own people. There- 
fore no one could be surprised at the 
intense interest that was displayed by 
these Governments in recent events and 
recent utterances in this country. I am 
aware that I am greatly circumscribed by 
the rules of order as to the breadth and 
length of the topic to which I wish to 
refer in dealing with this matter. But 
the message from the New South Wales 
Government, to which I desire to direct 
attention, has two parts. One expresses 
approval of preferential trade, and the 
other expresses satisfaction at the prospect 
of special trade relations with the mother 
country, which involve, of course, retalia- 
tory duties against other countries. 
These are two parts, it seems to me, of 
one policy. They are intertwined with 
| each other, and almost inseparable from 
/each other. But that policy is not before 
the House in the Motion I am about to 
make, and therefore we cannot discuss it. 
'It is sufficient for me to say that I am 
entirely opposed to it, not only as being 
/unsuited to the circumstances of the 
| country, but as being also most prejudicial 
| to its best interests. But what is before 
us is this—why are we called upon to 
deal with this great question, going down 
|to the very roots of our commerce and 
our fiscal arrangements, at this present 
‘moment ? Here is a colony at the other 
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end of the world approving of certain | 
schemes. Are these schemes definitely | 
before the country and the world, or are | 
they not ! 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
sirmingham, W.): Mr. Speaker, for 
the convenience of the House, and the 
proper conduct of this debate, I beg to 
ask your ruling. Is it in order to discuss 
the fiseal policy of the country on this 
Motion for the adjournment of the House, 
on a matter of urgent and definite public 
importance which has been defined by 
the right hon. Gentleman opposite ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is not in order to 
discuss that. The question for the dis- 
cussion of which the leave of the House 
has been given is a somewhat narrow 
one. As | understand it, it is whether 
the Government of the Colony of New 
South Wales have understood the speeches 
of the Prime Minister and Colonial 
Secretary as expressing the opinion of 
the Government, and, if they have so 
understood them, whether their view is 
correct. 


Sir H. CAMPBELI-BANNERMAN : 
That is precisely the point to which I 
intend to address myself; and the right 
hon. Gentleman would have known that 
if he had favoured me with his attention 
to what I said a couple of sentences back 
expressing my perfect acquaintance with 
the circumstance that we cannot enter in 
this debate on the merits of the new 
fiscal policy. What I say is, here is this 
message from the Government of New 
South Wales, expressing its approval of 
certain schemes. Are those schemes 
definitely before the country and _ the 
world? Is there a Government in power 
which has announced its policy on the 
subject ? No, Sir; notoriously — not. 
Among Ministers there are conflicting 
views. Among their supporters there is 
a good deal of dismay and bewilderment. 
| MINISTERIAL Cries of “ No, no.”| Appar- 
ently there are some fortunate gentle- 
men opposite who are neither dismayed 
nor bewildered. The Prime Minister 
himself has proclaimed that he has no 
settled convictions in the matter. And 
yet these are the circumstances in which 


the Colonial Secretary has expressly in- | 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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vited expressions of opinion from the 
colonies on the subject—opinion, that is, 
on a policy to which we understood the 


_Government was not committed, and on 


which Ministers, according to their own 
declarations and disavowals, differ 
seriously among themselves. The right 
hon. Gentleman wrote a letter in which 
he called for that expression of colonial 
opinion, and in which he said that if 
colonial opinion was hostile or apathetic 
“there would not be the © slightest 
possibility of carrying through so great a 
reform.” ‘Therefore we need not be sur- 
prised that the Government of New 
South Wales responded to the appeal of 
the right hon. Gentleman and expressed 
its opinion on the subject. The necessity 
which compels me to-night to bring this 
question before the House arises from a 
two-fold danger to which the country 
may not be fully alive—a danger arising 
from the present situation. In the first 
place, hopes and expectations are, by this 
process, being awakened among the 
colonies 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Question, 


question. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
This is the question. 


Mr.J. CHAMBERLAIN: Mr. Speaker, 
I rise again to put a question of order to 
you. I need not say that I desire the most 
open discussion of this question. But I 
wish to know what those who may have 
to reply to the right hon. Gentleman will 
be in order in saying. Up to the present 
moment the right hon. Gentleman has 
not referred to the only point upon which 
there could possibly be any expression of 
opinion on the part of the New South 
Wales Government — namely, “thedeclara- 
tion of the British Government that every 
self-governing colony shall be secured in 
the free exercise of its right ”—I am 
quoting from the message, Sir—‘ to 
enter into closer trade relations with the 
mother country.” The point I desire to 
put to you, Sir, is this, that while under 
the Motion of the right hon. Gentleman 
it is perfectly competent for him to 
enter into any question connected with 
any declaration of the British Government, 
it is not competent for him to enter into 
the question cf the opinions of the New 
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South Wales Government regarding pre-| which is the basis of this Motion for 
ferential trade which they do not attri- | adjournment consists of two paragraphs ! 


bute to the British Government. 


The first paragraph deals with preferen- 


tial duties, and attributes no opinion to 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. | 
Gentleman is putting rather a wide 
interpretation on his own Motion. If the 


right hon. Gentleman had secured the 
leave of the House for a Motion in 
wider terms than this, which he might 
have done, he could have spoken more 
widely ; but the Motion for the adjourn- 
ment to which he has chosen to confine 
himself consists of the suggestion that the 
New South Wales Government misunder- 
stood certain statements made in this 
House in assuming them to be expressions 
of the opinion of the Cabinet as such, and 
that that isa thing which ought to be 
cleared up. That is a question within very 
narrow limits indeed. It does not raise 
the question of the opinion of the colonies 
as to fiseal policy, nor does it raise the 
merits of the fiscal question between this 
country and the colonies. It is drawn 
within narrow limits, and I think the dis- 
cussion should be confined to those limits. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
My contention, Sir, will be this, that the 
Government have contrived so that the 
New South Wales Government have 
formed the opinion that this is the definite 
policy of His Majesty’s Government. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : ‘Question. ” 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
And I was proceeding to say that if that 
was so hopes and expectations—I think 
that was the phrase I used—had been 
raised and might be raised in other 
colonies which would stand a_ good 
chance in certain contingencies of being 
subject to bitter disappointment, and that 


His Majesty’s Government at all; the 
second does not deal with preferential 


duties, but does deal with the case in 


calamitous results would be caused to the | é pEey 
/second paragraph which deals with it. 


sentiment existing between the colonies 
and this country. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST | 
LORD or THe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. | 


Batrour, Manchester, E.): I am sure 
the right hon. Gentleman will forgive 


‘than the part which the 


me for interrupting him, but it will be | 
my duty, | suppose, to reply to him, | 


and I want, on a point of order, to know 
exactly what it is to which I shall be 
entitled to reply. May I call your atten- 


tion, Sir, to the fact that the message | 
\ 


which a colony is penalised for giving 
preferential duties. Now that is attri- 
buted to His Majesty’s Government ; 
and I want to know whether the attack 
on the obscurity of the utterances from 
this bench is to be carried over into the 
first paragraph, or whether it ought to 
be confined to the second paragraph, 
which deals simply and solely with the 
method of dealing with the case in which 
a foreign country might penalise a 
British colony which has given preferen- 
tial tariffs to this country. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: i have not seen the 
message ; I have only looked at the 
Motion on the Paper. With reference 
tu the Motion on the Paper, I am clear 
that the matter for discussion is the 
misunderstanding caused by two certain 
speeches upon one certain point, that 
point being whether these speeches are 
isolated ex pressions of opinion to which the 
Cabinet is in no way committed. That 
is the only question which the right hon. 
Gentleman is entitled to discuss. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
What we wish to do, Sir—and this is a 
peculiar method of conducting business— 
the question I wish to put before the 
House, and especially to address to the 
Prime Minister, is whether the message 
from the Government of New South 
Wales involves a misapprehension of the 
specches of the two right hon. Gentlemen. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is only the 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The second paragraph and the first 
paragraph are indissolubly associated, 
and the second paragraph contains more 
right hon. 
Gentleman read. It contains an explicit 
reference to the case of Canada, which 
points directly —— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Not the first 
paragraph. 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Which points directly, as the means of 
achieving what is required, to the estab- 
lishment of retaliatory duties against 
other countries. Therefore we have the 
whole scheme, the definite scheme, 
approved of by the New South Wales 
Government and attributed to his 
Majesty's (;sovernment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
We wish to know whether they have 
understood them rightly in that or 
not; and if the right hon. Gentleman 
would explain to us now what he re lly 
did mean and what his colleague meant 
in those speeches I might sit down. for 
it was te explore that circumstance and 
for no other purpose that | moved the 
adjournment. I have not moved the 
adjournment to bring any cavilling 
accusation against the Government. | 
have moved it in order that we may 
understand how the truth really lies in 
a matter which is not a mere question 
of idle curiosity, but which really may 
have the most extended and pernicious 
effect upon the relations between the 
colonies and the mother country. I say 
that if such an effect as was produced 
on the mind of the Government of New 
South Wales is really deducible from the 
speeches of the two right hon. Gentlemen 
then they have, as I said before, had 
hopes raised which may lead to bitter 
disappointment in the end. This is only 
the beginning, Sir. This is the first 
response from the colonial Governments 
to the appeal which has been made to 
them ; but other colonies will also wish 
to express their opinions, under the 
assumption, or the delusion, that they 
were fulfilling the desire of His Majesty’s 
Government in doing so. We have as 
great a regard and esteem for our fellow- 
subjects of the colonies as they have for 
us in the mother country—and I could 
not put it in stronger terms—but we 
desire above all things that there should 
be no disappointment on their part in 
this matter in which they take so deep 
an interest. Let it be perfectly clear 
from the first how this country stands. 
We have been led to understand by 
right hon. Gentlemen opposite that they 
have no policy, that they are looking for 
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a policy. I will not dwell upon that, 
lest I should be immediately corrected 
and made to sit down as being outside 
the terms of the Motion, not by you, 
Sir, but by the two Members on the 
other side who are determined to keep 
this question within as narrow limits as 
possible. I also desire to keep within 
the limits of the rules of the House, 
but, I trust, within no narrower limits. 
The last thing we desire is to inflict dis- 
appointment on the colonies, with all 
the irritation and estrangement that 
may ensue, and if there is a misappre- 
hension really conveyed to the Govern- 
ment of one of the oldest and most 
famous and best-equipped of our colonies, 
if that isthe effect upon them, then 
how dangerous it may be if such a mis- 
conception prevails when it is entirely 
in conflict with that which has been 
represented to the people of this country, 
and which the people understand to be 
the present position of affairs. I say that 
there are two dangers. There is first of 
all the danger of disappointment to the 
colonies to which I have referred; but 
there is another danger which comes 
closer to us arising from these processes. 
It is the danger that the people of this 
country may, step by step and un- 
consciously, find themselves committed 
by these processes to a policy which 
they have never approved, and which a 
large portion of them—the majority of 
them—view either with disapproval or 
with doubt. I do not think that can be 








|doubted. These two dangers which [ 
| foresee are the consequences of the loo-e 
‘and vague way in which this great 
fiscal revolution—it is nothing _less- 

that has been foreshadowed has been 
launched upon us, in defiance of Con- 
stitutional rule, without the approval of 
the Cabinet, and in opposition to the 
avowed opinion of the Finance Minister, 
not under a plea of urgent necessit y—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! | 
think the right hon. Gentleman is open- 
ing up, or endeavouring to open up, the 
whole question of the merits of the fiscal 
policy. It is possible that he might have 
framed his question to meet that, but 
that is not what he has done. I must 
ask him to endeavour to confine himself 
to the question of the necessity of cor- 
recting any misapprehension. that may 
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have been caused in the mind of the 
Government of New South Wales by the 
speeches of the Prime Minister and the 
Colonial Secretary. 





Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I can only repeat that my object is to 
obtain from the Government an explicit 
statement of their actual position in this 
matter. If we get that I may renounce | 
all those little observations upon their 
mode of conducting business into which 
I was led to indulge when you, Sir, 
corrected me. We want to know precisely 
—and having said this I shall sit down— 
we want to know precisely what the 
position of the Government in this matter 
is, and whether they have, as the New 
South Wales Government think they 
have, a definite policy, covering the 
matters referred to in this message. I 
think that something at least will have 
heen gained if we can obtain from the 
Prime Minister a positive declaration 
that the changes indicated in this message 
and assumed in New South Wales to 
represent the policy of His Majesty’s 
Government are not and may possibly 
never be their accepted policy, and aiso 
that the Government will secure this 
country from being committed, against 
its knowledge and will, to a change so 
vast and so critical to the fortunes of 
this country. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That this House do now adjourn.” —(Sir 
H. Campbell-Bannerman.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope, Sir, 
that the right hon. Gentleman did not 
think that we, my right hon. friend and 
I, were guilty of any discourtesy to him- 
self by rising to a point of order at the 
beginning of his speech. I can assure 
him that that is not the case; but in a 
Motion drawn as his is drawn, and in 


reference to such a message as that 
received from the Governor of New 


South Wales, it is really extremely diffi- 
cult for us to know without rising to a 
point of order what exactly is included 
within the limits of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s question, or what we are expected 
to reply to. The right hon. Gentleman 
is pursuing, I think, in the present case a 
very extraordinary course. I do not 
think that in my experience the Leader of 
the Opposition has ever moved the 
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adjournment of the House. It is possible 
that a case may be found in the past. 
Whether it has been done I do not know. 
But whether that be the case or not, | 
confess [ should have thought that if the 
right hon. Gentleman wanted to challenge 
His Majesty’s Government there was at 
his disposal a perfectly well-known Con- 
stitutional method by which the whole 
question could have been raised, on 
which no question of order could have 
been raised, upon which the limitations or 
the extent of the debate would have been 
beyond doubt, and on which every state- 
ment made by His Majesty’s Government, 
or by any member of it, could have been 
challenged by hon. and right hon. Gentle- 
men opposite. But they have adopted a 
more prudent course. I congratulate 
them upon their wisdom. They have 
not, I will not say dared, because that 
would be a suggestion of want of courage, 
which is the last thing I should ever 
think of suggesting of them, but they 
have not thought it wise, they have not 
thought it strategically and technically 
prudent to meet us face to face. They 
have preferred a Motion for the adjourn- 
ment of the House, a Motion in its nature 
always inconclusive, a Motion which 
raises no definite issue, which is and must 
be narrowly restricted in its scope, and 
which, above all, must be narrowly 
restricted as to the length of the debate 
which it can occasion. I do not mean to 
say that they were unwise. I am not at 
all sure that if I were in their place | 
would not have done exactly the same 
thing. But, at all events, that is what 
they have done, and it is really ludicrous, 
if I may say so, for the right hon. Gentle- 
man, who does not dare, or does not 
choose, to take the bolder course to 
come down—I hear muttered disapproval 
from hon. Gentlemen opposite of what 
I am saying—but if the right hon. 
Gentlemen thinks the course His 
Majesty’s Government is pursuing is so 
inimical to the interests of this country- 

{An Hon. MemBer: He does not know 
what it is.|—if he thinks the speeches 
we have been making and the hopes he 
alleges we are raising are inimical to the 
interests of this country, to the interests 
of the colonies, and to the interests of 
the Empire as a whole, let him take 
the obvious course, let him challenge 
us to a debate in which the whole 


question can be raised. 
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Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) : | question about the first paragraph, 
Will you let your Party vote as they like! | which I do not think was referred to in 
| the Resolution of the right hon. Gentle- 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: | think the | man which was put into your hands, 

hon. Gentleman isa new Member of the Sir. But, even if | am wrong in that, | 
House, and probably he is not acquainted | venture to say we may dismiss that 
with the traditions of this assembly | paragraph, because the Government of 
on questions of this import. The hon.| New South Wales have, with absolute 
Gentleman has, however, made a sugges- | precision, understood the views of His 
tion which I am sure he meant for the | Majesty’s Government on that subject. 
best. Now, Sir, | pass from the extra- | We agree with them and they agree with 
ordinary course which the right hon.’ us Now, 1 come to the second para- 
Gentleman has taken onthe present occa- graph, which, if I rightly understood 
sion to the substance of the speech which | the right hon. Gentleman, was the 
he has just delivered ;and I may preface | subject on which he desired to move the 
the observations | have to make on that adjournment. The second paragraph 
speech by reading the message from the | reads as follows— 
Colony of New South Wales which has ‘* Also, realising that what is Canada’s turn 
been the occasion of the right hon. to-day may be Australia’s to-morrow, they 
Gentleman’s incursion into the time | &XPress great satisfaction at the declaration by 
ee é : | the British Government that every self- 
which was to be devoted to the discus- governing colony shall be secured in the free 
sion of the Irish Land Bill. The | exercise of its right to enter into closer trade 
message reads as follows—- relations with the mother country.” 

“My Government recognise that preieren- | That, I understand, is what the right 
tial trade will be directly advantageous to | hon. Gentleman quarrels with ; that is 
Australia by. onggoe = 2 ne a the paragraph which he says raises false 
gl + ee ‘Tnghest degree conducive to | hopes. That is the paragraph which the 
the welfare and sulidarity of the Empire and | right hon. Gentleman says is ultimately 
the union of British-speaking people, strongly | to cause disappointment in Canada, 
support your proposal to investigate the | Australia, New Zealand, the Cape, and 
practicability of such a preference. /so forth. I hope that paragraph will 

That is the first paragraph, and I | cause no disappointment and raise no 
may say on that paragraph the right | false hopes anywhere. What false hopes 
hon. Gentleman appeirs to suppose | does it raise? Am I to understand at 
that ihe Government, on the subject of this moment that, if the right hon. 
investigation, have spoken with a | Gentleman were head of the Government 
doubtful voice ; | can assure him that | to-morrow, he would say that if a colony 
that is not so. We are all unanimously | endeavoured to enter into special fiscal 
in favour of an investigation, which | relations with the mother country, and 
is the only thing that the Colony | foreign countries penalised them for 
of New South Wales refers to in the| taking that course, he and his friends 
paragraph I have just read. I venture | «ould sit silently by and watch that 
to say that paragraph may be put aside, | process of intimidation going on in the 
because it is perfectly clear that the | case of colony after colony? If he does 
Governor and the Government of New | not mean that, what are the false hopes 
South Wales absolutely apprehend, and that have been raised? If there is no 
with periect accuracy, the views of His| difference between right hon. Gentlemen 
Majestys Government on this point. | who sit on that Bench and those who 
We think there ought to be an investi-| sit on this Bench on that subject, how 
ation. The Government of New South | can there be false hopes raised? Let 
Wales think there ought to be an Governments change, k tty power 
investigation. There is therefore an/ be transferred from one ot the great 
absolute concordat not only between the | centres of public opinion to the other in 
Government of New South Wales and | this House, and if the right hon. Gentle- 
my right hon. friend and myseli, but | man opposite and his friends agree with 
between the Government of New South | us on that subject there will be no dis- 
Wales and the whole of His Majesty’s | appointment. In that case the policy of 
Government. Therefore there is no| this country will be a continuous policy. 
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It will be a policy of supporting the! 
colonies in any endeavour they may 
make to give preferential treatment to 
the manufactures ofthis country. There 
is, indeed, one hypothesis on which dis- 
appointment may occur, but am I to 
believe it is an hypothesis which we are 
seriously toentertain? Are we to beiieve 
that if a General Election took place to- 
morrow and right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite came into power, they would 
tell the colonies, ** You have nothing more 
to hope for from us. You have, indeed, 
expressed a desire to enter into closer 
fiscal union withus. You have expressed 
your intention of introducing a preferen- 
tial tariff in our favour ’—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. 
Gentleman is now fo!lowing the error 
of the right hon. Baronet. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: May I read 
again, Sir, the paragraph to which 
the right hon. Gentleman referred 
as the one which raised false 
hopes? That is the point. The right 
hon. Gentleman’s point was that in the 
statement referred to in the second 
paragraph of that message we had raised 
false hopes. Let me read the paragraph 
again. [The right hon. Gentleman then 
read the second paragraph of the mes- 
sage.| Now, Sir, I understood that the 
right hon. Gentleman, in the first place, 
asked me whether that was the view of 
the Government, and, in the second 
place, proceeded to criticise that view, if 
it was the view of the Government, on 
the ground that it raised false hopes. It 
was to the latter point I was addressing 
myself, and I should be glad to know 
whether I am in order in answering it. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think the right | 
hon. Gentleman is in order in explaining 
whether this paragraph does or does not 
evince a mistake on the part of the 
colony; that is the point to which I. 
understand him to refer. But [ under- | 
stood that the right hon. Gentleman was | 
going somewhat beyond that, and was | 
adverting to the general fiscal policy. _| 

| 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Very well, 
Sir, I quite understand, and entirely 
bow to your ruling. Let me say, and 
I shall confine what I have to say to one | 
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sentence, the last paragraph of this 
message does express the opinion of His 
Majesty’sGovernment; we think it does 
not raise false hopes in the colonies, and 
that it can never raise false hopes in the 
colonies unless hon. Gentlemen opposite 
mean to abandon every colony. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): The Prime 
Minister's speech contains the most 
momentous declaration of any that has 
been made up to the present time. The 
right hon. Gentleman began his speech 
by taunting the Opposition with not pro- 
posing a Vote of Censure. Sitting next 
to the Prime Minister is the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, who would vote withthe 
right hon. Gentleman on a Vote of Cen- 
sure, but who agrees with the Opposition 
on the main points of the question at 
issue. In a Vote of Censure at this 
moment in the House of Lords the Duke 
of Devonshire and Lord Balfour of 
Burleigh would vote with the Adminis- 
tration. Yet their speeches have given 
unqualified satisfaction to the Opposition 
on the questions at issue. Surely these 
facts alone show that on a national issue 
of this kind, involving the most momen- 
tous new departure we have seen in 
our time, the opinion of Parliament 
would be hopelessly misrepresented by a 
Party division. The Prime Minister 
went on to make the most startling of 
the new departures which have been 
made—leaving aside those matters which 
we cannot discuss to-night, the duties 
on food and preferential tariffs — the 
right hon. Gentleman informed us that 
the Government are in favour of retalia- 
tion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I never 
mentioned the word “retaliation.” 
What I said was, and I should be glad 
to know the right hon. Baronet’s 
opinion upon it, that we did not mean 
to leave a colony in the lurch simply 
because it gave preferential duties in 
favour of this country. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE: If the 
Government mean that they are going 
to war of course I can understand the 
distinction the Prime Minister has 
drawn ; but I confess I thought that in 
these declarations of their policy the 
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Government were dealing with fiscal | settled opinions on this one particular 
policy alone. If that is so, I will point | point, at any rate. In 1880-81 the sole 


out that no suggestion has ever been 
made in regard to penalising except by 
retaliation. 
on the other side has described recent 
speeches of the Prime Minister on these 
questions as reminding him of the last 
series of sermons preached by an 
Anglican clergyman before he went 
over tothe Church of Rome. 
ation to-night has been one which those 
whoare students of the Prime Minister's 
speeches and of his past were led to ex- 
pect from him personally, but not from 
the Government of which he is a Mem- 
ber. The Prime Minister has always 
been in favour of retaliation, and the 
other night he quoted his own speeches 
of 1880-81 in favour of it; but on those 
oceasions the right hon. Gentleman re- 
ceived his answer and, I should have 
thought, his quietus from the present 


A very brilliant Member | 


supporter in argument of the right hon. 


'Gentleman in this house was the present 


Meimber for the Kirkdale Division of 
Liverpool. At that time Spain had 


penalised us, and it was conclusively 


proved that that action on the part of 
Spain did not damage our trade, and 


| Spain tired of her action and dropped it. 


The deelar- | 


In those debates the Colonial Secretary 


‘in reply to the present Prime Minister 


name of the new heterodoxy. 


called this doctrine of retaliation by the 
Our trade 


had increased in Spain, and we had not 
suffered, 


Colonial Secretary, who pointed out that | 


to penalise foreign countries would hurt 
ourselves alone. Such are our interests 
that the measures taken would fall with 
redoubled force on ourselves. The 
policy of retaliation has often been fatal 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This does not arise 


upon the Motion. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE : Notoriously 
the majority of Members on the Minis- 
terial benches who have expressed their 
views at the present juncture are 
opposed to this new departure. The 


|Government have assured us that they 


to the trade of those who have employed | 


it, and it has never in any case in the 
history of the world’s tariffs been a step 
towards free trade, but always a step 
towards avowed protection. 
Minister has said that New South Wales 
isa free trade colony; but it is no longer 
either a freetradeora protectionist colony. 
I believe its Prime Minister is a protec- 
tionist, and that there are Members of 
the Cabinet who are free traders, but 
New South Wales has nothing whatever 
to do with these questions under the 


The Prime | 


_ Inquiry 


are making no change in fiscal policy 
without inquiry, yet without and before 
the Prime Minister has 
announced that the Government are in 
favour of retaliation. 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields): Before 
dealing with the merits of the Resolution 
itself, perhaps I may add one word to 


| what has been said by my right hon. 


friend the Member for the Forest of 
Dean as to the suggestion that we ought 
to have proceeded by way of a Vote of 
Censure. The Prime Minister told us that 


| we were unable or afraid to meet him face 


Federal Constitution, under which they | 


are remitted to the Government of the 


Commonwealth. 
up in this debate that we cannot dis- 


cuss on its merits even the question of | fa 
| convictions 


retaliation, although that, owing to the 


We are so tightly tied | 


by the question, ‘“ Which face!” 


declaration of the Prime Minister, is the | 


question at stake. But this Motion, 
which can only be inadequately sup- 
ported on the present occasion, is 
necessary because of the manner in 
which, up to to-night, the Prime 
Minister has fenced with all the 


questions ai issue. 


past opinions, and undoubtedly he has 
Sir Charles Dilke. 


On this occasion, the | 
Prime Minister has been faithful to his | 


I think that taunt is disposed of 
We 
may be accused of lack of courage, I 
think unjustly, but Ido not think that 
any political party could be so utterly 
lacking in courage as to be afraid to 
meet face to face in debate those whose 
are absolutely unsettled. 
What is the Motion before the House ? 
It is a Motion which condemns and 


to face. 


| deplores the misconceptions likely to arise 


| Majesty’s Government. 


in the colonies by reason of the unsettled 
unsatisfactory attitude of His 
The Govern- 
ment have made declarations which the 
colonies appear to have misunderstood. 


and 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No; they have 
apprehended them absolutely accurately. 
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Mr. ROBSON : So the Prime Minister 
says, but I hope I may be allowed to 
proceed—and perhaps without further in- 
terruption—to make good what I have 
just alleged. Let us take the Prime 
Minister’s attitude to-night. He has made, 
in explicit terms, a most momentous 
declaration. He has told us, in terms 
that will go forth to the colonies, that 
the last paragraph of this message is cor- 
rect, and that the Government do declare 
that— 


“Every self-governing colony shall be 


secured in the free exercise of its right to enter | 


into closer trade relations with the mother 
country.” 

Let us not, in the great controversy that 
is about to begin, stop short at the use of 
mere phrases. We are about to enter 
upon a controversy such as we have not 
had for fifty years, and we must get into 


NE 1903} Preferential Tariffs. 1258 


words in view of his declaration to- 
night— 

‘* Then I say we shall be forced, by patriotism, 
by public opinion, by every regard for our- 
selves and our colonies, to resist this, and if 
need be, by retaliatory tariffs. Why not?” 
Why not? By all means do it, but 
have the honesty and candour to say 
you are going to do it. Do not imagine 
that I am complaining of the policy of 
| the Government ; that would be out of 
|order ; but it is not out of order to 
‘complain of their lack of courage or 





| candour. That is the proposal of the 
| Prime Minister. Retaliatory tariffs is the 
one definite item of policy to which he 
[has committed himself. He has no 
‘settled convictions on the question of 
| taxing the food of the people; that is 


| not a matter which has ever disturbed 


the way of analysing these pretentious | his serenity ; but he has a settled con- 
generalities. What is meant by the|viction on this very point—which the 
Gentleman who framed this message when | colonies appreciate as a settled convic- 
he uses the words “securing the colonies | tion ; he has pronounced in favour of 
in the free exercise of their right to enter | retaliation. Now let me ask again 
into closer trade relations with the mother} what it is which has brought this 
country ?” What is the substance of the | message from the colonies by referring 
phrase ? Forthat we haveto goback tothe | to the speech of the Colonial Secretary. 
two speeches which are referred to and see | He has dealt with this question even 
what the speakers themselves referred to. | more fully, but not more explicitly, 





Whatare theindicationsthat His Majesty’s | 
Government have given of the means by 
which they think these closer trade rela- 
tions ought to be secured? The right 
hon. Gentleman to-night has disclaimed 
having made any pronouncement in 
favour of retaliation. If that be so, the 
colonies may well complain that they 
have been misled, and this Motion is | 
supremely necessary. What has the) 
right hon. Gentleman said himself ? Let 
us take his own words, with which I 
have come prepared. He said— 
“TI go further— 

That is than some suggestion made by 
the Colonial Secretary, 


“ And say that if there is really to be an 
attempt on the part of foreign countries to 
declare that we are ‘so separated from our self- 
governing colonies that they will be treated as 
separate nations—” 


And here I pause for a moment to invite 
the House to consider what that means. 
For fiscal purposes our colonies. little 
as we may like the phrase, are indeed, in 
constitutional position, separate nations. 
The right hon. Gentleman continued— 
and I ask the House to mark these 





than the Prime Minister. In his speech 
at Birmingham the right hon. Gentle- 
man described and condemned the 
policy of Germany in treating Canada 
as a separate fiscal unit ; and he said 


'that in our present condition we were 


practically helpless so far as the defence 
of our colonies was concerned, and he 
went on to indicate that he thought our 
present position a humiliating one. He 
proceeded to say how that position was 
to be met. He said there were two al- 
ternatives. The first, which he men- 
tioned only for the purpose of excluding, 
was to stand by the definition of free 
trade ‘“* as interpreted by Little 
Englanders of the Manchester school ”— 
meaning, of course, the right hon. 
Gentleman whom the Prime Minister 
keeps in his place—the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer—the Duke of Devonshire, 
Lord Goschen, and, I believe, the majority 
of the Party opposite. That is an al- 
ternative which the Government dis- 
claim, and the colonies note the fact. 
They have noted that according to the 
Colonial Secretary the old-fashioned 
definition of free trade is no longer to 


2U 2 





1259 New South Wales and 


prevail; that belongs only to Little 
Englanders ; they naturally think that 
the declaration of the Colonial Secretary 
binds his Government. If it does not 
bind the Government, what does the 
right hon. Gentleman mean, and what 
does the Government mean by permitting 
such language to be used in the ears of 
the colonies? Now we see how the 
colonies were likely to be misled. On 
the confession of the Prime Minister to- 
night, they have been misled, because 
the right hon. Gentleman has made an 
interruption which can have _ been 
meant only to disclam adhesion to a 
policy of retaliation. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member is mistaken. I have distinctly 
said with regard to both the paragraphs 
in the message that has been sent that I 
agree with them. There is no question 
of misleading there. 


Mr. ROBSON The right hon. 
Gentleman has not exactly met the 
allegation with regard to his consistency. 
He may agree with both paragraphs 
to-night, but we have to deal with what 
he has said on other occasions. On a 
previous occasion he was in favour of 
retaliation ; to-night—and this is what I 
was pointing out—he has made an in 
terruption which, if it is to be treated as 
an orderly and a significant interrup- 
tion, means that so faras he is concerned 
nobody has a right to assume that he is 
in favour of retaliation. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What I[ have 
said is that | agree with the statement 
that every self-governing colony shall be 
secured, as far as we cando it, in the 
free exercise of its right to enter into 
closer trade relations. [OPPOSITION cries 
of “How?’’] I have not said a word 
about retaliation. I have certainly not 
committed myself to the proposition 
that there is no other method of attain- 
ing that object. Of course the hon. 
Member knows I do not shrink from 
retaliation if necessary. [OPposITION 
eries of ‘* Oh.’’] 


Mr. ROBSON: With all respect to 


the right hon. Gentleman, I fail to see | 


how his interruption is an answer, or 
even relevant to the point I was making. 
The point with which I am dealing is 
not the phrase which the right hon. 


Mr. Robson, 
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Gentleman keeps repeating, but his own 
declaration as to what his policy would 
be in a given contingency—a contin- 
gency, indeed, which has arisen, viz., a 
fiscal conflict between Germany and one 
of our colonies—and that declaration is 
in favour of retaliation. I am also 
dealing with a speech of the Colonial 
Secretary. I have mentioned one alter- 
native ; the second is, and he stated it 
quite clearly, “ retaliation, if necessary.” 
He excluded the first alternative; what 
did he say about the second? He had 
reached a point in his speech at which 
a little candour and courage would have 
been serviceable to the country. He 
said, ‘‘] leave it in your hands ”—leavin 

his audience, the country, and the 
colonies, under the distinct impression 
that he, speaking with all the authority 
of Colonial Secretary, was in favour of 
retaliation, but afraid to commit him- 
self by a definite declaration. And we 
are taunted with want of courage! I 
wonder that any gentleman sitting on 
that bench can use the word “ courage ” 
without a blush. The Prime Minister, 
at deputations and so forth, speaks of 
retaliation ; to-night he is most hurt if 
anyone suggests that he has said any- 
thing in its favour. That is courage! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it is 
rather hard that the hon. and learned 
Gentleman should make a use of my 
speeches and interruptions, which is 
rather in excess of his privileges as a 
debater. I| have stated that I agree 
with the second paragraph of the 
message. That does not touch retalia- 
tion. [OPPOSITION cries of “Oh.”| 
Well, wait a moment. I have not 
hesitated to say that, if other methods 
failed, I do not shrink from retaliation ; 
but | am not certain that there are not 
other methods. That is the only thing 
I complain of. 


Mr. ROBSON: Possibly I have not 
made my point clear to the right hon. 
Gentleman. What I was pointing out 
was that we have got to take the 
language of the Colonial Prime Minister 
in reference to the proposals of the two 
right hon. Gentlemen opposite, and 
when the message talks of “securing 
_ the colonies in the free exercise of their 
‘right,” that language must be read in 
connection with the proposals which | 
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am reading from the speech of the 
Colonial Secretary, but which the right 
hon. Gentleman ignores in order to read 
to me time after time this message. 
Now let me go back to the speech of the 
Colonial Secretary. I have said that he 
does not appear in his speech to have 
suffered from courage or candour. No 
doubt he is supposed by many to be the 
incarnation of courage and candour in 
debate, and I daresay he is, judged by 
the standard of those among whom he 
sits. But what a standard of com- 
parison! Let us take what the right 
hon. Gentleman said in another part of 
his speech, because the right hon. 
Gentleman is inconsistent not only from 
year to year, and from month to month, 
but also from moment to moment, and 
from sentence to sentence. In the course 
of his speech he put a very remarkable 
meaning on the ; olicy he was propound- 
ing. In his peroration—and nothing is 
more dangerous to the consistency of an 
argument than a peroration—he made 
the declaration, which also has gone 
forth to the colonies and has been con- 
sidered by them as something to be taken 
in reference to all these suggestions of 
retaliation, ‘‘1 am in favour of a self- 
sufficient and self-sustaining Empire.” 
Perhaps I had better quote his words— 


*T believe in a British Empire.” 
AN HON. MEMBER: Do you? 


Mr. ROBSON: There are some per- 
sons belonging to the Party opposite 
who are always anxious to convince 
foreigners that one half of the people of 
this country are against England It 
seems to be the one object of their lives 
to convince the world at large that those 
who take pride, as. we do, in our country 
are anxious to injure her. The right 
hon. Gentleman went on to say that the 
first duty of the British Empire was to 
maintain friendly relations with all the 
nations of the world, and yet, even if 
alone, to be self-sustaining and self 
sufficient. That sentence deals with 
two questions: our friendship with all 
the world, and our position if alone. 
According to the Colonial Secretary 
there is no other alternative. “I 
believe in an Empire which is self- 


sustaining and self-sufficient.” That. | 
is a fine phrase, but what does it. 
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mean? Do not accuse us of misrepresen- 
tation if we tell the country that hon. 
Members opposite believe in an Empire 
self-sustaining and self-sufficient, which 
means an Empire without any Con- 
tinental or world-wide trade. That is 
the phrase which goes forth to the 
colonies, and encourages every senseless 
Protectionist in the British dominions 
to believe that this great Empire can 
sustain its strength, maintain its popula- 
tion, keep up its vigour, power, and 
position, without its trade. It is a mis- 
understanding to which an end should 
be put at once. Ido not expect the 
Government will put an end to it. We 
should have to drag out of them, bit by 
bit, something in the nature, if not of a 
settled conviction, at all events of a 
detinite policy. I only hope they will 
reach their policy long before they reach 
their conviction. In the meantime I 
think my right hon. friend has done well 
to bring forward this motion to-night, 
and to take yet another step forward in 
that which I am proud to think has 
now become the great mission and func- 
tion of this Partv-the defence of the 
food, the trade, andthe Empire of our 
people. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) : I 
confess I have listened to this discussion 
with very great regret. I do not say 
that in any spirit of censure—it would 
be presumptuous on my part to do so 
—on any of those who have spoken on 
one side or the other. It is natural and 
inevitable, in the condition of public life 
and the ordinary circumstances of 
debates in this House, that a question of 
this kind should at once become the 
opportunity for one Party to attack the 
other and for the other Party to retort 
upon its assailants. And, of course, that 
opportunity has been abundantly used 
on both sides during this discussion. 
But | think we shall be very foolish, and 
that we shall perform very badly our 
duty to the country, if we conceal from 
ourselves that this is a question of 
gravity, portentously greater than those 
which generally occupy our attention. 
The particular aspect of the matter which 
is in our minds, and which is raised by 
the Motion for adjournment, is a mis- 
understanding with the colonies; and 
that isa very grave matter. I should 
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not bein order, of course, in pointing 
out how very grave are all the other 
aspects of the matter, and how 
closely they affect the well-being 
of the people and the unity of the Empire. 
It is impossible to forget how far-reaching 
the effects of this discussion are likely 
to be, and it is impossible to keep out ot 
our minds how disastrous and ruinous 
this controversy is likely to be to the 
great Unionist Party. I regret this, but 
I recognise that it is inevitable that the 
tone of the debate should be what it has 
been. Perhaps I may be permitted to say 
that, although this debate has been raised 
in a partisan manner, I think the 
Leader of the Opposition has called atten- 
tion toa real danger. Whatever may be 
the merits of the Government policy of in- 
quiry, while some Ministers entertain 
a definite opinion on the one side and 
some on the other as to what will be the 
upshot of this inquiry, I do think 
that it is likely to have a profoundly 
misleading effect in the colonies, in 
regard to the real circumstances of the 
case. So far as an individual Member 
of the House is likely to make any 
difference in a matter of this kind, I 
should like to say how the declarations 
of the Government sound in ears which 
are not prejudiced against them and 
in the ears of one who is strongly 
convinced of the unwisdom of the policy 
of the Colonial Secretary. It seems to 
me that there is an unconcealed ambiguity 
in the declaration that the Government 
is in favour of inquiry. It is not con- 
cealed from the public that to a portion 
of the Cabinet it is clear that the inquiry 
will end in one way, and that to another 
portion it is equally clear that the 
inquiry will end in another way ; while 
to a certain portion of the Cabinet, 
including the Prime Minister himself, 
there seems some doubt as to what the 
upshot of the inquiry will be. The Prime 
Minister, alone among his colleagues, 
approached the subject with a really open 
mind. What then is the impression 
likely to be in the colonies? Most 
people, when they hear that a subject is 
going to be inquired into, are inclined to 
think that such inquiry is the immediate 
precursor of a great change of policy ; 
and I regret that the other day the Prime 
Minister in a brilliant speech quoted the 
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the conclusion that the Government are 
contemplating a change of policy. But 
so far I, and many on the Ministerial side 
of the House, distinctly understand that 
the Cabinet is absolutely uncommitted in 
any way whatever to any policy either 
of retaliation or preferential duties or 
general protection, such as may be thought 
to come within some of the phrases the 
Colonial Secretary has used. I under- 
stand the Prime Minister has this evening 
only expressed his personal opinion that 
in certain cases retaliation might be 
useful, and that even in this extreme 
case, in which many hon. Members 
would be prepared to recognise that 
retaliation might be accepted, speaking 
only in regard to that case and speaking 
only for himself, the Government as a 
Government is absolutely uncommitted, 
and those who support the Government 
are in like manner absolutely uncommitted 
to this policy in the slightest degree. It 
is very important that this should be 
understood in this country and in the 
colonies, and especially in New South 
Waies. I fear that my words will not 
reach so far, and that the words of those 
who will be heard there will create 
a profoundly misleading impression. 
Gentlemen opposite, following their party 
advantage, have tried to carry the words 
of the Prime Minister far beyond their 
natural meaning, and they will thereby 
contribute to that very misunderstanding 
on the other side of the world which it is 
their avowed object to prevent. I hope 
that the inquiry will be a genuine inquiry, 
and will be quite frankly and candidly 
undertaken ; and that it will not be made 
the opportunity of hurrying those who 
are doubtful into premature support of 
a policy which many believe to be no 
less destructive of the well-being of this 
country than the policy of Home Rule, 
which the great Unionist Party has so 
long successfully resisted. 


Si EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 


‘land, Berwick): I should not have risen 
to take part in this debate if it had not 
-been for the, in manner very stirring, 


and in substance very interesting, speech 
of the Prime Minister, which raised in 


/my mind certain considerations that | 


should like to follow a little further. The 
Prime Minister is singularly unfortunate 
in this matter. To-night he gave two 


analogies of 1845 and 1886, because it |entirely different impressions —one to the 


might lead those who read his speech to | 


Lord Huah Ceeil. 


right hon. Member for the Forest of 
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Dean and another to the noble Lord who 
has just sat down. 
began by deprecating this debate as ill- 
timed and unreasonable. The other day 
he pointed out strongly the disadvantages 
of a Government’s coming toa conclusion 
secretly and then announcing it to the 
country. The right hon. Gentleman 
must be beginning to realise—though | 
tear he is only beginning—the incon- 
venience of a Government appealing 
publicly for inquiry and discussion on a 
subject on which the Members of the 
(sovernment are diametrically opposed to 
each other. That is the origin of the 
telegrams of the Premier of New South 


Wales. The right hon. Gentleman has 
taunted us with having moved the 


adjournment instead of challenging the 
policy of the Government directly. One 
course is not the alternative of the other. 
By challenging his policy, the right hon. 
(sentleman must mean a Vote of Censure. 
You may have a Vote of Censure when 
the Government is prepared to do some- 
‘thing or when they have a policy. But 
this Government is not prepared to do 
anything, andit has no policy. I will go 
further and ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man this question. The time of the 
House is at the right hon. Gentleman’s 
disposal, and, if he disapproves of this 
Motion, I ask him to remember that the 
Colonial Secretary publiely invited this 
House to a discussion of the question. It 
is not in the interests of any individual 
-or any one Party more than another to 
have such a discussion. When the Prime 
Minister taunts us in this way, will he 
state distinctly whether, before the 
Session is over, he will respond to the 
invitation of the Colonial Secretary by 
giving the House the opportunity of a 
discussion, and, if so, whether the Govern- 
ment will be prepared to take full part in 
‘that discussion? I think that is a fair 
-demand to make :in answer to the right 
‘hon. Gentleman’s remarks. 


Now I will:follow him a little further 
into the subject matter of his speech. 
The Prime Minister asked us another 
question. When you, Mr. Speaker, 
intervened in the interests of the 
Jimits of debate, he had already asked 
‘us whether under certain conditions 
‘which might arise we would sit silently 
iby. What conditions did he contemplate ? 
i assume he had in his mind a really 
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_ hostile discrimination against the United 
The Prime Minister | Kingdom or some part of the British 
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Empire. There are contingencies which 
have not arisen yet, and which, [ trust, 
will never arise, which are really 
equivalent to acts of war. Suppose a 
foreign country were to say, ‘‘We hate 
you and we will not have your goods, 
and will prohibit their entry into our 
country,” that would be a position under 
which the country could not sit silent. 
If such a condition did arise, no Govern- 
ment with any courage would ask for 
discussion, or inquiry, or mandate, but 
would come forward with their proposals. 
If that was the sort of consideration 
which was in the mind of the Prime 
Minister—a really hostile discrimination— 
has that condition yet arisen or not } 
Has it arisen in the case of Germany 
and Canada to-day? If it has not arisen, 
then the right hon. Gentleman is really 
putting a purely hypothetical case before 
the House. It it has arisen, what does 
the Prime Minister intend to do? I 
assume from the silence of the Govern- 
ment they do not consider it has ar-:sen. 
I am afraid the Prime Minister has not 
succeeded in clearing up the mystifica- 
tion of the Government of New South 
Wales. He accepts their statement that— 

“There is a declaration that every self- 

governing colony shall be secured in the free 
exercise of its rights to enter into closer trade 
relations with the mother country.” 
Has the Government any policy 
with regard to carrying out this 
declaration? The question in the mind 
of the Government of New South Wales, 
with regard to which it is assumed they 
have become confused, is how far 
personal declarations by members of the 
Government represent the Government 
or only individual members of the 
Government. Was what the Prime 
Minister said to-night said for himself or 
for the Government? Is he prepared 
to give this guarantee to the colonies? 
The words he endorsed—and they 
amount to a promise—are these— 

“ That every self-governing colony will be 
cecured in the free exercise of its right to enter 
into closer trade relations with the mother 
sountry.” 

That is the promise. 


Is there any 


_danger of the promise being incurred ? 


Has the case yet arisen? If it has 
arisen, what are you prepared to do? 
If it has not arisen, why is the question 
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urgent at the present time ? The Prime 
Minister has expressly said that he is 
prepared if the contingency arose to 
secure free exercise of the right. Would 
he do it by retaliatory measures? Has 
the Government agreed upon any 
measure in such a case? Is the Chan- 
celor of the Exchequer prepared to 
endorse retaliatory measures? What 
ought to be made clear to the House 
especially after the speech of the noble 
Lord, is, when the Prime Minister made 
this promise had he any idea in his own 
mind as to what measures he would 
take, and, if he had an idea, did he 
speak for himself or for a Government 
that was agreed upon the question, or 
had the Government, in making a definite 
promise to the colonies, any settled policy 
whatever ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I am quite 
sure that those Members of the House 
who were present earlier in the debate | 


will now acquit me of any discourtesy | 


to the right hon. Gentleman opposite in 
interrupting him as I did on a point of 
order, with the view of ascertaining from 
yeu, Sir, within what limits it would be 
necessary that this debate should be 
kept. I have to say, on behalf of the 
Government, that we welcome discussion 
on this important matter, but, naturally, 
we do not desire that the discussion | 
should be confined to one side; and we | 
were anxious to know how far we should 
be justified in following the right hon. 
Gentleman and his colleagues in replying 
to a matter which appeared to us to be 
outside the scope of the Resolution. 
The Resolution, and all it referred to, 
has already disappeared in the course of 
the debate. I have often heard debates 
raised in this House on a Motion for the | 
adjournment which seemed very difficult 
to reconcile with the Rule of Order which 
prescribes that it should refer to a 
“definite matter of urgent public import- 
ance ;” but this debate is, of all those 
that I can recollect in the whole course 
of my experience, one which has the least 
foundation, and which, in fact, is only 
based on what I may call the dialectical 
pin-point. The Motion, which it is 
“urgent” and of “ public ‘importance ” 
to discuss, is whether or not the New 
South Wales Government are mistaken 
in expressing their 
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** Great satisfaction with the declaration by 
the British Government that all the self. 


Sur Edward Grey. 
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governing colonies should be secured in the 
free exercise of the right to enter into closer 
trade relations with the mother country.” 
That has been settled by the declaration 
of the Prime Minister. They are not 
mistaken. The Prime Minister ex- 
pressed the opinion of the whole 
Government. So far as that goes the 
answer is complete, and the debate might 
there come to an end. But a great deal 
more has been raised by the speech of 
the right hon. Gentleman. I will pro- 
mise not to go one atom beyond anything 
which has already been said ; but I find 
it very difficult to understand how some 
of the things which have been said arise 
[Cries of “Order,” and an Hon. 
Member: You are not Mr. Speaker.]} 
-upon the terms of the Motion. 
The right hon. Baronet the Member for 
Northumberland having received the 
answer of the Prime Minister and not 
being satisfied, goes altogether beyond 


| this Motion and puts a Question which I 


am prepared to answer, but to which 
apply what I have just said. He 
says: Under these circumstances, does 
the Government contemplate in the 
future a hostile discrimination which 
will come within the terms of the 
minute of the Government of New 
South Wales that has been communi- 
Does he consider that up 
to the present time there has been any 
hostile discrimination against a_ self- 
governing colony which is calculated to 
prevent the free exercise of its right to 
enter into closer trade relations with the 
mother country? Yes, Sir, we do. 
What has happened? Before I come to 
that, let me say this. In nothing that I 
say am | imputing the slightest blame to 
Germany, the country which has ex- 
ercised this undoubted right to dis- 
criminate. | make no comp'aint what- 
ever. Under existing circumstances, not 
only have they a perfect right to do 
what they have done, but we have no 
right to consider it as an unfriendly 
action or to expect any different treat- 
ment. So long as the policy of this 
country is to lie down under that treat- 
ment so long we have no complaint 
either against Germany or against any 
other nation which treats our colonies 
in this way. 

What are the facts? It is per- 
fectly true that the self-governing 
colonies claim the right—subject, of 
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course, to exercising it through the Im- 
perial Government—to represent their 
special views to foreign countries; and, 
if necessary. I have no doubt they 
would ask to make special treaties of 
reciprocity or otherwise. In that sense 
it is perfectly open to foreign countries 
to treat them separately. But what has 
happened in this case is that the greatest 
of all our colonies has, of its own accord, 
voluntarily and without any application 
from us, desired to show its appreciation 
of the action of the mother country— 
the value which it attaches to the 
greatest free market which it enjoys— 
by giving to us a special preference 
upon the goods which it imports of our 
manufacture. Thereupon, in the full 
exercise of her right, Germany immedi- 
ately removes Canada from the position 
in which it was placed as a member of 
the British Empire, and places it under 
a different scheme of tariff regulations 
by which Canadian goods are visited 
with a much heavier duty in Germany. 
Germany has a periect right to do that. 
Why does she do it ? Her papers tell us. 
Only a few weeks ago every paper in 
Germany was explaining to the world 
the policy of Germany, which was to 
penalise Canada for having given special 
advantages to the mother country, and 
to do that not so much or not only to 
punish Canada but to deter other colonies. 
The German papers told us in so many 
words that they saw a proposal for giving 
a preference of this kind in South Africa, 
and that they wished to stop it. The 
method which they suggested as likely to 
stop it was to place discrimination after 
discrimination upon the goods coming 
from Canada; if what they had done 
already was not sufficient, to increase 
that discrimination, and thereby, as they 
hoped, to give very great assistance to 
those of their friends who in South Africa 
were protesting against the preference 
which it was proposed to give there also. 
They thought that the lesson would be 
read, in South Africa, in Australia, and 
in New Zealand, that no British colony 
would dare to discriminate in favour of 
the mother country when it was known 
that Germany would take the course 
which was indicated in these papers. 
And then the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Berwick division of 
Northumberland comes down to the 
House and asks, with an air of ingenuous 
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ignorance, “Do you know of any hostile 
discrimination against a British colony ?” 
I say, Yes, we do; and I say we resent 
it, not in the sense that we make any 
complaint under existing circumstances, 
but we resent the policy which makes 
this possible. The Resolution of the New 
South Wales Government speaks of the 
declarations of the British Government, 
and the Prime Minister of the Colony has 
said that in referring to the declarations 
of the British Government he referred to: 
the speeches of my right hon. friend the 
Prime Minister and myself. What did I 
say? What I said was this. I stated 
the facts as I have now stated them to 
the House; and I said that, so long as 
our present system continued, the only 
answer we could make to our colonies, 
if they complained, would be that our 
fiscal system prevented us from going to 
their assistance; and I went on to say 
that, to my mind, that was a humiliating 
position. I said I did not like it. 
[ said that as long as it continued I did 
not believe in the future union of the 
Empire. I say so now, and the Govern- 
ment has asked for discussion on the 
question. 

The right hon. Baronet rose for the 
purpose of putting two questions to the 


Government. He first asked, as I 
have said, whether any case had 
arisen. I have answered that ques- 


tion. He then asked whether and 
how we were going to prevent 
such cases. He said something about 
not dealing with hypotheses, It is an 
hypothesis whether or not we shall have 
to deal with such a case. I have stated 
what was the case a few weeks ago. 
Look at the German papers now. It is, 
of course, very difficult to understand 
the cause of the sudden change of opinion. 
But there can be no doubt about the 
change. We hear no more in the German 
papers of further discrimination against 
our colony of Canada. We see in all of 
them a recognition of the fact that public 
opinion in this country is directed to this 
question and that apparently the patience 
of this country has been exhausted. I 
am quoting—I am not giving my own 
opinion—tke effect of articles that have 
appeared in the leading German Press ; 
and I find, on the one hand, recognition, 
generous appreciation of our motives, 
recognition of our right to protect the 
unity of the British Empire, and, further, 
the expression of the opinion that if a 
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change in our fiscal policy is involved, 
then German interests need not be injured 
thereby, because German policy could be 
changed to meet it, because Germany 
would then seek to arrange a modus 
vivendi with us, and we should have some- 
thing to negotiate with. That is the 
answer. At the present moment I see no 
reason whatever to fear that our allies in 
Germany will put us in the position of 
having to consider retaliatory measures 
in consequence of action taken by them 
against our colony of Canada; but if they 
do, then I rest upon the statement of the 
Prime Minister—we should not regard 
that action with indifference, we should 
think it our duty to finda remedy. The 
right hon. Gentleman opposite has 
shown an extraordinary anxiety in 
this debate lest the colonies should 
be disappointed ; the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the Opposition has 
also expressed his surprise that the 
attention of the country should have 


been called to this matter as one of | 


urgency. Well, Sir, in my present office 
I ought, at any rate, to have the means 


of forming a fairly correct judgment of | 


the general trend of opinion in our 
colonies. If there had been nothing in 
the condition of our colonies, in the 
state of opinion in our great self-govern- 
ing colonies which justified allusion to 


this matter, 1 agree in that case there | 


would have been no immediate urgency, 
and the matter might or might not 
have been left for a future period sooner 
or later, immediate necessity not arising. 
But is the right hon. Gentleman so 
behind the times that he knows of no 
urgency ? Is there nothing in the state 
of opinion in our great self-governing 
colonies at the present time which 
makes it essential—which makes it the 
duty of the Minister representing the 
colonies—to call attention to this sub- 
ject? Will he allow me to call his 
attention to a paragraph in the news- 
papers ? It is to the following effect— 
“The Government of Canada have given 
notice to the Government of the United States 
‘that they are not at present disposed to receive 
the Commission for the establishment of a 
Reciprocity Treaty.” 
What does that mean? That also 
occurred, curiously enough, within the 
last few weeks. Now, let me call atten- 
tion to this fact. Suppose a great colony 
—not necessarily Canada — suppose a 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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Crown colony such as Jamaica or 
Trinidad wishes to make a treaty of 
reciprocity with the United States of 
America; necessarily the first condition 
for making a satisfactory treaty is that 
the colony in question should give 
preference to the United States over 
and above any that may be given to 
British manufacturers ; without that it 
is perfectly clear the United States has 
no interest in such a treaty. The 
United States is not likely to give some- 
thing for nothing, and it would be some- 
thing if it gave a great advantage to the 
colony without receiving in return this 
preference over its greatest competitor. 
Therefore if Canada is to make a re- 
ciprocity treaty with the United States 
|or any other country it must be detri- 





'mental to the manufactures of this 
‘country. I do not desire to force 
| Canada into such a position. I say 


|that as long as Canada could say, or 
| think, we were indifferent to her offers 
_when she offered us 33} per cent., that 
we cared not for it when she offered 
more if we gave her some slight preter- 
ence in return, and that we rejected 
her offers with contumely, or, at allevents, 
_with indifference—I say I do not want 
Canada to be in that position and to be 
| forced, as it were, by the public opinion 


‘of the country to seek elsewhere 
for the recivrocal trade which the 
mother country refused to her. 


Right hon. Gentlemen opposite are afraid 
lest the colonies should be disappointed. 
| Sir, the colonies have been disappointed 
with our policy hitherto. Is it we who 
raise the question? No, it isthey. They 
raised it, and not one colony alone. 
| Every individual colony raised it by the 
| mouth of its Prime Minister at the recent 
| Conference, when a resolution was unani- 
| mously passed asking the Government of 
| His Britannic Majesty to call attention to 
| this matter, to consider the matter, and 
see if they could not do something to meet 
the desire of the colonies for this closer 
/ commercial union, which in my heart and 
'soul I believe is absolutely essential—if 
hereafter you are to have that closer 
federal union I believe to be the real 
destiny of the British race—and without 
which the Empire will fall to pieces and 
separate atoms. 








Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): I think the Motion of my 
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right hon. friend the Leader 
Opposition has been amply justified, were 
it only for having elicited the speech | 
delivered by the Colonial Secretary. The 
Colonial Secretary has made two things 


perfectly clear in that speech. He has | | Colonial Secretary to-night. 


made it perfectly clear, first of all, that 
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of the, each other.” 


| 


he adheres to his own opinion, and he | 
has also made it equally clear that the | 


Government has no opinion at all. The 
Colonial Secretary has declared 
more in favour of retaliation and prefer- 
ential tariffs. But what did he say when 
he came to make a declaration of the 


policy of the Government ? 


South Wales Premier to this country. 


once | 


We are on | 
the question of the message of the New | 


That message expresses satisfaction with | 


the declaration of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. My hon. and learned friend the 
Member for South Shields has read out 
the declaration of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Prime Minister, in which he said 
that if necessary there shall be retaliatory 
tariffs. What does the Colonial Secretary, 
speaking for the Government, say! Here, 
he says, is Germany, which is threatening 
retaliation against Canadian goods because 
that colony has given a preference to this 
country —but what the Colonial Secretary 
forgot to say is that that retaliation by 
Germany is a matter of years. What 
have His Majesty’s Government been 
doing during the whole of these years ? 
Canada has within the last few months 
declared war against Germany. The 
question put by my right hon. friend the 
Member for Berwick is whether, as a 
matter of practical policy, the Colonial 
Secretary and the Government are going 
to back up Canada in that respect. 
We are entitled to know. It is not a 
hypothetical question at all. It is a 
matter which has arisen as a matter of 
practical policy. What are the Govern- 
ment asking us todo? They say: “ We 
have got to back up Canada, we must 
do something to protect the colony, and, 
therefore, we will fire great speeches at 
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That is the answer. This 
is the policy of the big revolver to 
protect the colonies. That is their 
opinion of protection for the colonies. 
That is the policy declared by the 
[An Hon. 
Memser: “ No.’ 1 If it is not, then he 
has declared on behalf of His Majesty’s 
Government a policy of retaliatory tariffs 
against Germany. Is that the policy of 
His Majesty's Government?! Hon. 
Members opposite do not seem to know, 
and if they do not know how are we 
possibly to know? The fact of the 
matter is that the Government have 
lost their bearings in a fog, and they 
are appointing a Committee to inquire 
where they are. A question has been 
put by my right hon. friend the Member 
for Berwick which has not been answered 
by the Government. The Colonial 
Secretary evaded the whole position. 
My right hon. friend asked the Prime 
Minister whether he was prepared to 
give an opportunity for the discussion 
of this question in the House of Commons 
The House of Lords have had an oppor 
tunity, and they have discussed the 
question on its merits. I think we are 
entitled to an answer to the question 
of my right hon. friend whether the 
({overnment are prepared to extend the 
same privilege to the House of Commons, 
as the House of Lords have already 
enjoyed, of discussing this great question. 
It is more a matter for the House of 
Commons than the House of Lords. It 
is a matter of finance; it is a matter of 
our fiscal policy which, according to the 
traditions of Parliament, are concerns 
of this House. I trust that, if we do 
not get an answer to the question 
to-night from the Government, the 
Leader of the Opposition will press for 
an answer to-morrow. 

Question put. 

House divided :—Ayes, 132; Noes, 
252. (Division List, No. 121.) 


AYES. 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead; 
Allen,CharlesP’.((@louc. Stroud 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
eg Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, ard 

Black, *Tcadin William 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 


Burns, John 


Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Broadhurst, Heury 

Bryce, Right Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 


Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell,J ames 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, ‘Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 


Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston + 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark 
Crombie, John William 

| Crooks, William 

Davies, M.Vaughan- (Cardign 
| Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

' Emmott, Alfred 
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Evans, Sir F. H. (.Waidstone) 
Evans, Saml. T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddara, Damel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick 
(iriffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hardie, J. Keir (Merthyr Tyd 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon Chas. d. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristl, # 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Artnur &. 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. ( Morley) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William( Carnarv’nshire 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Hen 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornawal/) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 


Agy-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Aug. Henry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, Johu Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Kt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. 
Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Buin Colonel, James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Man’r 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (CAristch 
Banbury,Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Artivur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Sir Alx. H. (Shropsh.) 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Can: pbell,J. H.M.( Du blin Univ 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J. (Birm. 
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Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benj. 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mellor, Rt. Hn. JohnWilliam 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, it. Hn. John (Montrose 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 


| Norman, Henry 
| Norton, Capt. Cecil Wiliam 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reid, SirR. Threshie( Dum/fr 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
tobertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel. Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles. E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 


NOES. 
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Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 


| Stevenson, Francis S. 
Taylor, Theo. C. (Radcliffe) 
| Tennant, Harold John 


Thomas, Sir A. (Glam., EZ.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Verthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman( Hastings) 


| Thomas, J. A. (Glam., Gower) 


Thomson, F. W. (York, W. RB.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 8.) 


| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


Wason, E. (Clackmannan) 


| Wason, J. Cathcart (Orkney) 


Whitey, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 


Chamberlain, RtHn.J. A( Wore | 


Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. Ff 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Right Hon. Jesse 


Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, IT. L. (Vown, North) 


Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, J.W. (Worcester., N.} 
Woodhouse,SirJd T( Huddersfd 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES — 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes,Hon Ailwyn Edwa ¢ 


| Fergusson,Rt Hn.Sir J.(Man’r 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 


| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 

Colston, Chas. Edw H. Athole | 
| Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W. 


Cox, Irwin Edwd. Bainbridge | 


Craig,CharlesCurtis(.4nfrim S 
Crauborne, Lord 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, Sir T. R.(7'r. Haml'ts 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon. SirJosephC. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


| Dvke,Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 


Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 


Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 


Fyler, John Arthur 

Garfit, William 
Gibbs,HnA.G.H(City of Lond 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 


| Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Higin & Nrn 


Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gore, HuG.R C.Ormsby-(Salop 


| Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-( Line. ) 
| Gouldiny, Edward Alfred 

| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 

| Greene,Sir E.W.(Bury St. Ha. 
| Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
| Groves, James Grimble 


| Hain, Edward 





Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG( Midd x 
Hamilton, Margof(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashfd 
Hare. Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 
Hay. Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
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Helder, Augustus | 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert C. | 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hoare, Sir Samue! 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J. F. (Sheff., Bt side.) | 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.2.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Clavernouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur ¥red | 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop | 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glas sow) | 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monm'th) | 
Lawson, JohnGrant( Yorks. NR | 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | 
Legge, Col. Hon. -Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Zvesham | 
Long. Rt. Hn. Walter(Lristol, S | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft | 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
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Maxwell, RtHnSir H. E( Wigtn 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N. 
Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, H«-n.J.Seott( Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


| 
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Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Siewart, M.H. (Renfrew 


| Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


| Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, EL.) 
Smith, H.C( North mb. Tyneside 


| Smith, James Parker( Lanarks. 


More, Robt.Jasper (Shropshire) | 


| Morgan, DavidJ( Walthamst' w 


Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) | 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murray, RtHoA.Grabam( ute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


| Myers, William Henry 
| Newdegate, Francis A. N. 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Karl 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter 
Pretyman, Krnest George 


| Purvis, Robert 
| Randles, John S. 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 


Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, Jas. Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

titchie, Rt Hon Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sadler, Col. Saml. Alexander 


| Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard | 


Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Thompson, DrEC( Monagh’n,N 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,ColSirC. E. H (Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William HalJ 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby. Lt.-Col A.C. E( Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloy 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R (Bath) 
Wolff. Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Hry. Wilson 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, MajorW. H. 
Younger, William 


M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinh’rgh, W | Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 


Majendie, James A. EH. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 


| Saunderson,Rt. Hn.Col. E. J. 
| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
| Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 


Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 





IRISH LAND BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. } 
Clause 1 :— 
*Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) said he rose 


of Sub-section (a) the following proviso : 
“ Or if it will be more than thirty per cent., 
and the Land Commission are satisfied 
upon inquiry that the purchase price 
does not unduly affect the interests of 
the person entitled to the first estate in 
tail in remainder expectant on the estate 
of the vendor at the time of the proposed 


'sale or any other remainderman or in- 


to move an Amendment which, while | 
retaining the zones, which he thought | 


were to be regarded 
characteristic of the Bill, would place 


be appointed under the Bill the power to 
extend the benefits of the measure in 
exceptional cases to classes of tenants of 
land in Ireland which were, as the Bill 
stood, prohibited from receiving its 
benefits. 


as the prime | 


cumbrancer.” 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn Page 1, line 23, after the word “ ten” to 
insert the words ‘“‘ Per cent. below the existing 


| rent, but will be more than thirty per cent. 


: , . ee | 
in the hands of the Land Commission to | below the existing rent, and the Land Com- 


mission are satisfied upon inquiry that the 
purchase price does not unduly affect the 
interests of the person entitled to the first 
estate in tail in remainder expectant on the 


| estate of the vendor at the time of the proposed 


|sale or any other remainderman or incum- 


He proposed to add at the end | brancer.” (Mr. Duke.) 
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Question proposed, ‘“‘ That those words | 


be there inserted.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM suggested that it 


might be more convenient if his hon. friend | 
were to move his Amendment when they | 


came to discussSub-section (b). If the hon 


Member were successful in carrying this | 


proviso, he would require to move another 
proviso on Sub-section (b), and the whole 
of the first Clause would then have to be 
re-cast on the Report stage. 

*Mr. DUKE said he thought it would be 
better if the right hon. Gentleman would 


draft a proviso in the direction of the one | 


contained in his Amendment, and submit 
it to the Committee at the next sitting 


when the Irish Land Bill was under 
discussion ? 
Mr. WYNDHAM said as there was 


now only less than half an hour for dis- 
cussion, he did not think it would be at 
all proper to enter 
hon. Member's proposal. 
only half an hour wasted. 

*\MIr. DUKE saidthat under the cir- 
cumstances, and in the interest of the 
progress of the Bill, he asked leave to 
withdraw his Amendment for the present. 


would be 


It 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND moved another 
Amendment. The purpose of _ this 
Amendment, he said, was to increase the 
minimum reduction of the first-term 
rents, just as he had already moved the 


increase of the minimum in the second- | 


term rents. 


Amendment proposed. - 

“In page 1, line 28, to leave out the word 
‘twenty,’ and insert the word ‘ twenty-five.’ ” 
(Mr. John Redmond.) 

Question proposed, “That the word 
‘twenty ’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that he 
oppose the Amendment on the 


must 
same 


grounds as he had urged in the case of | 


the Amendment on the second-term rents. 
The object of having a minimum reduc- 
tion was to give security to the taxpayer ; 
and as long as they were satisfied that no | 
bargain entered into between landlord | 
and tenant would be prejudicial to the | 
taxpayer, the Government held, rightly 
or W rongly, that the greater the latitude 
the better. 


Mr. DILLON said that the right hon. 


Gentleman alleged that he desired to give | 
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into the merits of the | 
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the utmost possible liberty for bargain- 
| ing; but it was a very curious thing that 
| that liberty was always in favour of the 
landlord, and when it was proposed to 
extend that liberty in favour of the 
tenants, then the Government was all 
against liberty. This was only another 
| illustration of the extreme mischief of the 
limits in this clause. He wished to point 
out to the right hon. Gentleman that this 
Amendment raised two vitally important 
questions totally different from those 
raised by the Amendment on the second- 
term rents. In the first place, since the 
first-term rents were settled, there had 
been an important alteration in the law 
by the Act of 1896, which had improved 


the position of the tenantry of Ireland. 


The Committee should remember that 
first-term tenants were different from 
second-term tenants. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that the basis of the 
Bill was rent ascertained by a Court : 
but that was precisely what the right 
hon. Gentleman was not now proposing. 
He maintained that the limits as at pre- 
sent fixed in the Bill with regard to 
first-term tenants would have the effect 
of making the tenant, as had often 
happened before in the history of land 
purchase, pay for his own improvement + 
in hard cash. There was another im- 
portant point in which the case of the 
first-term tenants differentiated from 
that of the second-term tenants. Hon. 
Members would notice, on referring to 
the Bill, that as regarded the two 
classes of tenants there was only a 
difference of 10 per cent. in the limits 
fixed for each. The right hon. Gentle- 
man and many hon. Members opposite 
were in the habit, during the debate, ot 
‘referring to what were called Conference 
terms; but the provision in the Con- 
ference Report which appeared to him 
| to be most vital in the interests of the 
tenants was that the whole system ot 
purchase should be based on  second- 
term rents or their fair equivalent. That 
| meant that before the price of a holding 
held under a first-term rent was caleu- 
lated, a fair equivalent to a second-term 
rent should first be ascertained. There 
were two ways of doing that. One was 
_to submit the rent of the holding to a 
judicial inquiry; and the other 
| was to apply to that holding 
| the average reduction obtained all over 
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Ireland on first-term rents, namely, 
22 per cent. If justice were to be 
done to the first-term tenants the 


limits ought to be 22 per cent. greater | 


than in the case of second-term 
tenants. In that case the limits would 
work out at about 30 per cent. and 
50 per cent. instead of at 20 per cent. 
and 40 per cent as in the Bill. That 
was a bare statement of the justice of 
the case. 


He objected to the principle alto- 
gether; and unless the limits were 
very much extended, he would vote 
against the clause. There was another 
alternative. A first-term holding might 
be inspected by the Land Commission, 
who would estimate what a fair second- 
term rent would be, and the purchase 
price could be calculated on _ that. 
That was a procedure which was 
actually in force at present, because 
sales under the 40th Section were 
carried out in that way. The holding 
was inspected by the Land Commission, 
who reported what a fair price would 
be to the Judge of the Landed Estates 
Court, and the price was based on that. 
He did not put that forward, however, 
us an alternative he would recommend, 
beeause undoubtedly it would lead to 
delay, and he did not think it would be 
quite as tair to the tenants as an in- 
vestigation in open Court, because in 
most private investigations the improve- 
ments of the tenants were commonly 
overlooked and ignored. His proposal 
was that the purchase price should be 
based in the case of first-term holdings 
ona fair e uivalent to what a second-term 
rent would be. The surest guide they had 
to that was the general average reduction 
obtained throughout Ireland. Further, 
there might be the right of appeal if 
either the landlord or the tenant thought 
he was hardly treated. What he wished 
to impress upor: the Chief Secretary was 
that this was not a matter to be dis- 
missed perfunctorily. It raised most 
important considerations; and there 
was no doubt whatever that the limits 
as they stood in the Bill would place the 
first-term tenants at a very great dis- 
advantage. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he had no. 


intention of dismissing the matter per- 
functorily, nor did he contend that first- 
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term rents should be treated on an 
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analogy with second-term rents. What 
he would say was that with respect to 
the minimum reduction, the Govern- 
ment held, rightly or wrongly, that ail 
they had to consider was the security of 
the taxpayer. It was notorious that the 
standard on which first-term rents were 
fixed in the early stages of land legisla- 
tion differed from the standard on which 
rents were fixed after 1887. The hon. 
Gentleman suggested that the general 
average reduction all over the country 
should betaken; but that wouldbea very 
cumbrous proceeding, and would involve 


delay. 


Mr. HARRINGTON said that, of 
course, the question of the security of 
the State was of importance as long as 
it was directed towards the reduction 
which the tenant would obtain; but the 
moment a sale was enforced the question 
of the security of the State went by the 
board. If the reduction which the 
tenant could obtain was increased 
from 20 per cent. to 30 per cent. the 
security he would be able to offer to the 
State would be proportionately greater. 
He thought it would be a very cumbrous 
system to give the Land Commission 
power to hear first-term cases. If such 
cases were to be heard at all, there 
would have to be the right of appeal, 
and he did not know where it would 
end. He repudiated the idea that the 
proposal in the Bill was in any way a 
fair equivalent to second-term rents, as 
proposed by the Land Conference. The 
language used at the Conference Report 
was advisedly vague; but the Confer- 
had before it the average reduction all 
over the country, and it was hoped that 
there would not be any doubt as to the 
meaning of a fair equivalent of a second- 
term rent. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that un- 
doubtedly the Land Commission had, 
since 1887, taken into account the fall 
in prices which they had not taken into 
account previously. What he desired to 
point out was that there had been no 
effort on the part of the Government to 
carry out the proposal in the Land Con 
ference Report that there should be a 
fair equivalent to second-term rents. So 
far as the Conference terms applied in 
favour of the landlords they had been. 
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followed, but where they would apply in 
favour of the tenants they had been 
ignored. That was really what had 
taken place, and there was no use in 
attempting to disguise it. His right 
hon friend the Attorney-General for 
Ireland would remember that the policy 
of Irish land legislation, with regard 
to improvements, was reversed by the 
Court of Appeal in 1882 in the case of 
Adams v. Dunseath, and for fourteen 
years rents were fixed on a totally 
false idea as to improvements. So false 
was that idea that the House of Com- 
mons reversed the policy of the Court 
of Appeal in 1896 but millions of 
money had, in the meantime, been taken 
from the tenants and given to the 
landlords by that decision. The Govern- 
ment in this Bill did not take the 
slightest intrest in the case of those 
tenants; and to effect a settlement in 
those cases it was the duty of the 
‘Government to try, at all events, and get 
a fair equiva ent to second-term rents. 
The case of those tenants whose rents 
should be very much reduced on the 
question of improvements alone should 
not be passed oer. This question was 
more serious than the question of second- 
term rents. There were 250,000 first- 
term holdings in Ireland; and he was 
not sure, considering the importance of 
the question, that the Committee should 
pass away from it to-night. It affected 
such a large number of tenants that the 
Committee ought to be permitted to 
consider it iurther. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said several 
of his hon. friends desired a further 
opportunity of discussing the matter, 
and he suggested that Progress should 
now be reported. He asked the Chief 
Secretary if he could put on the Paper 
his proposed proviso or new clause 
dealing with non-judicial tenants before 
they took up the discussion of the Bill 
again. 

Mr. WYNDHAM said he thought the 
hon. Gentleman attached undue import- 
ance to the new clause, which; however, 
he should be glad to put on the Paper 
before the discussion was resumed. He 
would accept the hon. Gentleman’s 
Motion to report Progress. 


Motion made, and Question, ‘That 
the Chairman do report Progress ; 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 


Adjournment 
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and ask leave to sit again.” — (Air. 
John Redmond.) Put, and agreed to. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Monday next. 

MILITARY LANDS BILL. 

Considered in Committee, and reported : 
as amended, to be considered upon Thurs- 
day, 25th June. 

THE CANADIAN PACIFIC MAIL 

CONTRACT. 

THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E.) formally moved that the contract 
wit) the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany, dated 12th October, 1901, for the 
conveyance of mails, troops, and stores 
between Halifax and Hong Kong for the 
period between 7th April, 1901, and 6th 
April, 1906, be approved. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
expressed the hope that the Postmaster 
General would take the first opportunity 
open to him of terminating this contract. 
POST OFFICE (HALIFAX (OR QUEBEC) 
AND HONG KONG MAIL CONTRACT). 

Resolved, That the Contract with the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company, dated 
the 12th day of October, 1901, for the 
conveyance of His Majesty’s mails, troops, 
and stores between Halifax (or Quebec) 
and Hong Kong, for the period from the 
7th day of April, 1901, to the 6th day of 
April, 1906, printed in Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 21, of Session 1902, he 
approved. —(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 

POOR PRISONERS DEFENCE BILL. 

Ordered, That Mr. Arkwright and Mr. 
Nussey be added to the Select Committee 
on the Poor Prisoners Defence Bill.—(Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood). 

HOUSE OF COMMONS (VENTILATION). 

Ordered, That a Select Committee be 
appointed to inquire into the ventilation 
of the House. 

Mr. Dillon, Dr. Farquharson, Sir 
Michael Foster, Mr. Goddard, Sir J. 
Batty Tuke, Mr. A. H. Smith, and Mr. 
Victor Cavendish were accordingly 
nominated members of the Committee. 

Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 

Ordered, That Three be the quorum.- 
(Sir Alexander Acland-Hood.) 


Adjourned at five minutes after 
Twelve o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. Gas Light and Coke Company Bill. 
Thursday, 18th June, 1903. | Reported, with an Amendment. 


— Ipswich Gas Bill; Bournemouth Gas 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


‘and Water Bill [H.L.]; Great Eastern 
| Railway Bill ; Nelson Corporation Bill. 
. | Reported, with Amendments. 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the | 

House that the Clerk of the Parliaments; = 

: - | South Western and Isle of Wight 
ewe ee gg fg sean | Junction Railway Bill pt) ( Position for 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- Tasous Bi’ Mains Cee 
ing Bills have been complied with: Pe apne, sen ; ae 
ie ORE ae ers on-compliance with the Standing 
Scottish Ontario : = cong Land Orders referred to the Standing ( Irders 
r,s hg F over worporation ;! Committee on Tuesday next 
Merthyr Tydfil Urban District Council. es 





Yomt tf : - | West Cumberland Electric Tramways 
«© . « ¢ | 
Also the Certificates that no Standing BOR Bead #, and commniteed 


Orders are applicable to the following 


Bills; Local Government Provisional P : : 
Orders (No. 12); Local Government | Seaforth and Sefton Junction Railway 


Provisional Orders (No. 14); Local | Bill. Read 2*, and committed. The 
Government Provisional Orders (Poor | Committee to be proposed by the Com- 
Law). | mittee of Selection. 

| 


Midland Great Western Railway of 
Read 2*, and committed. 


Also the Certificate that the further | 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- | Ireland Bill. 
ing Bill have not been complied with: | 


Wigan Corporation Tramways. 


fa : _- | 2%, and committed. 
Also the Certificates that the Standing 


Middlesbrough Corporation Bill. Read 
The Committee to 


be proposed by the Committee of 


Orders applicable to the following Bills | Selection. 


have been complied with: Local Govern- | 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 10) ; Local | 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 16). 


And also the Certificate that the Stand- 
ing Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have not been complied with: South- 
Western and Isle of Wight Junction Rail- 
way [H.L.|—(Petition for additional Pro- 
vision). 

The same were ordered to lie on the 








Table. 


Plymouth Corporation Bill; Report 
from His Majesty’s Attorney-General 
received, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


New Hunstanton Improvement Bill ; 
The Chairman of Committees informed 
the House that the opposition to the 
Bill was withdrawn: ‘The orders made 
on the 26th of May last and the 15th 
instant discharged, and Bill committed for | 
Tuesday next. | 





Wood Green Urban District Council | 
Bill; Committed: The Committee to be | 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


VOL. CXXIII. [FourtuH Series. } 


Lanarkshire and Dumbartonshire Rail 
way Bill; South Yorkshire Joint Rail- 
ways Bill. Read 2*, and committed. 


Wolverhampton and Cannock Chase 
Railway (Extension of Time) Bill. Read 
2*, and committed. The Committee to 
be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection. 


Great Southern and Western Railway 
Bill. Read 2°, and committed. 


Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda Rail- 
way Bill. Read 2*, and committed. The 
Committee to be proposed by the Com- 
mittee of Selection. 


Plymouth Corporation Bill. Read 2°, 
and committed. The Committee to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


Woolwich Borough Council Bill ; Great 
Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton 
Railway (Various Powers) Bill. Read 


| 2*, and committed. 
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Great Western Railway Bill. Read | (according to Order): Bill reported with- 
2°, and committed. The Committee to| out Amendment: Standing Committee 


be proposed by the Committee of} negatived, and Bill to be read 3* to 
morrow. 


Selection. 


veports, dc. 1288 


| 
Hainault Forest Bill. Read 2%, and| Local Government Provisional Orders 
committed. The Committee to be pro-|(No. 5) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. | visional Orders (No. 6) Bill ; Local Gov- 
| ernment Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill ; 
London County Council (Money) Bill. | Local Government Provisional Orders 
Read 2*, and committed. | (No. 11) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
| visional Orders (Gas) Bill. Read 2* (ac- 
Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynaman | cording to Order), and committed to a 
Railway Bill. Read 2*, and committed. | Committee of the Whole House on Mon- 

The Committee to be proposed by the | day next. 

ittee of Selection. | 
ene es | Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
North-Eastern Railway Bill. Read 2*, | Orders (No. 6) Bill ; Local Government 
The Committee to be | (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill; 
| Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
| Orders (Housing of the Working Classes) 
Merthyr Tydfil Urban District Council | Bill. Read 2" (according to Order) and 
Bill. Read 2 | committed to a Committee of the Whole 


| House on Monday next. 


Blackheath and Greenwich District | 


Electrie Light Bill. Read 2*, and com- | 
mitted. 


and committed. 
proposed by the Committee of Selection 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Scottish Ontario and Manitoba Land | TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES. 
Company Bill [H.L.]; Dover Corporation| No, 2996. Brazil (Porto-Alegre). 
Bill. Read 24 | No. 2997. Russia (Odessa). 
No, 2998. Germany (Hamburg). 
Derby Gas Bill me Read 3°, and | No. 2999. China (Newchwang). 


passed, and sent to the Commons. | No. 3000. Japan (South Formosa). 
Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill | ALLOWANCES TO WITNESSES IN 
CRIMINAL PROSECUTIONS. 


at ; Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) | 
3ill[H.L.]. Read 3* (according to Order), | 
and passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Report of the Departmental Committee 
|appointed by the Secretary of State 
|for the Home Department to inquire 
Water Orders Confirmation Bill [H.L.]. | into the allowances to prosecutors and 
Amendments reported (according to | witnesses in criminal prosecutions ; with 
Order), and Bill to be read 3* to-morrow. | eyjidence and appendices. 
Local Government Provisional Orders | a a ae Renee, and enmeee 
{No 10) Bill; Local Government Pro- | : 
visional Orders (No. 12) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) 
Bill; Local Government Provisional 


INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN INDIA). 


Return of all loans raised in India 
| chargeable on the revenues of India 





Order (No. 16) Bill; Local Government | 


Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill. 
Read 2* (according to Order). 


Local Government Provisional Orders | 
Amendments reported | 


(No. 4) Bill. 
(according to Order), and Bill to be read 
3* on Monday next. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 


{No. 4) Bill. House in Committee 


outstanding. at the commencement of 
‘the half year ended the 31st March, 
1903, with the rates of interest and 
total amount payable thereon, etc. 


SUPERANNUATION. 
Treasury Minute, dated the 12th 
'June, 1903, declaring that Frank Par- 
ham, Royal Laboratory Department. 
War Office, was appointed without a 
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Civil Service certificate, through in- 
advertence on the part of the head of 
his department. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PORT OF LONDON BILL. 

Leave given to the Joint Committee 
to hear parties interested by themselves, 
their counsel, agents, and witnesses, so 
far as the Committee think fit. The 
evidence taken before the Joint Com- 
mittee from time to time to be printed, 
but no copies to be delivered except to 
members of the Committee, and to such 
other persons as the Committee shall 
think fit, until further order. (No. 
118.) 


NEW BILL. 


ROYAL DECLARATION BILL [H.L. ]. 

A Bill to abolish the declaration 
required to be made by the Sovereign 
on his Accession was presented by the 
Earl Grey ; read 1*; to be printed ; and 
to be read 2*on Thursday next. (No. 
119.) 

NAVAL WORKS PROVISIONAL ORDER 
LL. 

Read 2* (according to Order), and 
committed to a Committee of the whole 
House to-morrow. 


MUSICAL COPYRIGHT BILL [u.1.]}. 


Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3* to-morrow. 


STATUTE LAW REVISION (SCOTLAND) 
BILL [H.. }. 
Read 3 (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


JUSTICES OF THE PEACE BILL [u.1.]. 
Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3* to-morrow. 


COAL MINES (CERTIFICATES) BILL. 


Amendment reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3* to-morrow. 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes before Five o’clock, 
till To-morrow, half-past Ten 
o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 18th June, 1903. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


Midland Railway Bill. Lords Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


South Shields Corporation Bill. As 
amended, considered; Amendments 


made; Bill to be read the third time. 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Ordered, That so much of Standing 
Order 91 as fixes five as the quorum of 
the Select Committee on Standing Orders 
be read and suspended. 


Ordered, That, for the remainder of 
the session, three be the quorum of the 
Committee.—(Mr, Halsey.) 


Alexandra Park and Palace [Petition 
for Bill]. Ordered, That Standing Order 
70 be suspended, and that the Examiners 


have leave to sit and proceed to-morrow.— 
(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Metropolitan Police Provisional Order 
Bill. Read the third time and passed. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 
MEANS. 


The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 


Hove, Worthing, and District Tram- 
ways Bill [Lords]. Report [16th June] 
from the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders read. 


Bill to be read a second time.—(J/r. 
Caldwell.) 


Military Lands Provisional Orders Bill. 
Reported, without Amendment [Provi- 
sional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 
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1291 Petitions. 
Local Government Provisional Order 
(No. 18) Bill. Reported with Amend- 
ments [Provisional Order confirmed] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill, as amended, to be considered To- 
morrow. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill. Reported, with Amend- 


ments [Provisional Orders confirmed] 3 | 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill. as amended, to be considered To- 
morrow. 


{COMMONS} 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to—Local 
Government Provisional Order (Housing 
of the Working Classes) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) 
Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 2) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill, without 
Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“ An Act to make further provision with 
respect to the arrangement of Polling 
Districts for the election of County 


Hamilton Burgh Provisional Order | Councillors.” —— Districts (County 
: ( 


Bill. Reported, without Amendment | Councils) Bill 
{Provisional Order confirmed]; Report 


to lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time To- 


morrow. 


Broughty Ferry Gas Provisional Order | 


Bill. Reported, without Amendment 
[Provisional Order confirmed]; Report 
to lie upon the Table 

Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 


Ulster and Connaught Light Railways 
Rill; Belfast Water Bill [Lords]; Shepshed 
Urban District Gas Bill [Lords]; Scun- 
thorpe Urban District Water Bill [Lords]; 
Southampton Harbour Bill trends) 
Reported, with Amendments; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Loeal Government (Ireland) Provisional | 


Orders (No. 3) Bill. Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Order relating 


to county of Dublin not confirmed. Re- | 


maining Orders confirmed]. [Title 
Amended]; Report to lie upen the 
Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered To- | 


morrow. 


Croydon and District Electric Tram- 


ways Bill. Harrow Road and Paddington | 
Reported, with Amend- | 


Tramways Bill. 
ments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP NO. 10.) 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY reported from | 
the Committee on Group No. 10 of Rail- | 


uords). 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 


_ Amend the Law relating to the Arrange- 


ment of Polling Districts in Parliamentary 
Boroughs. [Polling Arrangements (Par- 
liamentary Boroughs) (Lords). | 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act 
for incorporating and conferring powers 
on the Carmarthenshire Electric Power 
Company.” [Carmarthenshire Electric 
Power Bill (Lords). } 


Carmarthenshire Electric Power Bill 
{Lords}. Read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


PETITIONS. 





BRITISH AND IRISH MEAT PROTEC- 
TION BILL. 


Petition from Battersea, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Perth, for alteration ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE BILL. 


Petitions against: from Tottenham ; 
London (two); Manchester; Holborn ; 
Balham; Reading; and Kingston -on- 
Thames ; to lie upon the Table. 


COAL MINES REGULATION BILL. 
Petition from Weig Fawr, in favour ; 


way Bills; That, for the convenience of | to lie upon the Table. 


parties, the Committee had adjourned | 
. + | 
till Monday next, at half past Eleven of | 


the clock. 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


COTTAGE HOMES BILL. 
Petition from Battersea, in favour ; te 


| lie upon the Table. 
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EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL. 


Petition from Edinburgh, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Returns, 


LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 
Petition from Kensington and other 
Metropolitan Boroughs, for inquiry into 
the compulsory system of registration 5 
to lie upon the Table. 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER 
BILL. 


Petitions against : from Willaston ; and 
Finsbury ; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER 
BILL, AND LICENSING LAW (COM. 
PENSATION FOR NON-RENEWAL) 
BILL. 

Petition from London, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION 
FOR NON-RENEWAL) BILL. 
Petitions against: from Inverurie ; 
Willaston ; Clydebank ; Lerwick ; Fins- | 
bury ; and High Wycombe; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS AMEND- | 


MBNT BILL. 


Petitions for alteration: 
verurie ; and Dalmarnock ; 
the Table. 


from In- 
to lie upon 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 


Petitions against: from London ; and | 
Bishop Auckland ; to lie upon the Table. 


MERCHANDISE MARKS BILL. 


Petition from Edinburgh, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL. 


Petitions in favour: from Leicester 
(two) ; and Alexandria ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES. 


Two Petitions from Leek, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


PURCHASE OF LAND (ENGLAND AND 
WALES) BILL. 


Petition from Battersea, against ; 
lie upon the Table. 


to 
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SALE OF ADULTERATED BUTTER 
BILL. 


Petition from Edinburgh, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


! 
| 


TRADE DISPUTES BILL. 


Petition from Weig Fawr, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EAST INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN 
INDIA). 

Copy presented, of Return of all Loans 
raised in India, chargeable on the 
Revenues of India, outstanding at the 
commencement of the half-year ending 
on the 3lst March, 1903, ete. [by Act] ; 
| to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 210.] 





CRIMINAL PROSECUTIONS (ALLOW- 
ANCES) (DEPARTMENTAL COM- 
MITTEE). 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
Departmental Committee appointed by 
'the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department to inquire into the Allow- 
ances to Prosecutors and Witnesses in 
Criminal Prosecutions, with Evidence 
and Appendices |by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKS. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
‘[ordered 11th June—Mr. Mount]; to 
| lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
|(No. 211.] 


| 
SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 


Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 12th June, 1903, declaring that 
| Frank Parham, Royal Laboratory, War 
| Office, was appointed without a Civil 
| Service Certificate through inadvertence 
on the part of the Head of his Depart- 
ment [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (INDIA OFFICE, RETIRE- 
MENT AT 65). 

Address for ‘Return of Copy of 
Minute by the Secretary of State for 
India, stating the circumstances under 
which a member of his permanent 
establishment has been retained in the 
Service after he has attained the age 
of sixty-five.” —(Secretary Lord George 
| Hamilton.) 











1295 Questions. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Irish Lights Board—Salaries of Staff. 

CotonEL McCALMONT (Antrim, E.) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is aware of the dis- 
crepancy in the salaries of the clerical 
statf of the Commissioners of Irish Lights 
as compared with those of the Trinity 
House, the minimum of the salaries of 
first-class clerks in the Trinity House 
being £50 a year in excess of the maxi- 
mum of the Irish, and the maximum is 
£200 in advance, while the annual incre- 
ment of the Irish scale is only half that 
of the English, and even 33 per cent. less 
than that of the English second class ; 
and, if so, whether he will take steps to 
make inquiries with the view of remedy- 
ing this state of things. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
Board of Trade are aware that the scales 
of salaries in the Trinity House and the 
Office of the Irish Lights Commissioners 
are not identical. Various applications 
from the Irish Lights Commissioners on 
behalf of the members of their staff are 
before the Department, and these will 
receive due consideration on their merits. 


Transference of Ancient Wills from 

Somerset House to the Record Office. 

Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire, 
St. Albans): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury if he will consider the advisa- 
bility of transferring from Somerset 
House to the Record Office ancient wills 
which possess only a literary interest, in 
view of the lack of facilities offered for 
research in their present situation. 


(Answered by Mr. Elliot.) 1 am 
informed that, in view of the terms of 
Section 66 of the Probate Act of 1857, 
legislation would be necessary in order to 
carry out the transfer of such wills to the 
Record Office ; and, after communication 
with the President of the Probate Division, 
I do not think that any serious inconveni- 
ence is caused to literary searchers by the 
present arrangements. 


Annual Leave of Customs Assistant 
Clerks. 
Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether he will explain on 
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what grounds the Treasury has refused 


| to accede to the recommendation of the 
Board of Customs that the annual leave 


of their assistant clerks engaged upon 
checking duties should be increased to 
eighteen days, seeing that in the majority 
of Government offices assistant clerks are 
given either eighteen or twenty-one days. 


(Answered by Mr. Elliot.) I 
must refer the hon. Member to the 
answer given to his Question of 23rd 
July last yeart by my predecessor in 
office, which answer was in the following 
words—‘“ The annual leave of assistant 
clerks has been fixed at a maximum of 
fourteen working days, exclusive of bank 
holidays and the King’s birthday, for the 
Treasury and its subordinate Depart- 
ments. There is no general Order in 
Council regulating their leave, but in the 
opinion of the Treasury it would be 
highly desirable that other Departments 
of Government should adopt this scale.” 
I have nothing to add to this answer. 


Election of Income Tax Commissioners. 

Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
if he will say what steps are 
now taken to summon the Commissioners 
of Land Tax to meetings held for the 
election of Commissioners of Income Tax. 


(Answered by Mr. Elliot.) Vacancies 
among the Commissioners of Income 
Tax are supplied from a_ list of 
persons qualified to act kept by the Clerk 
to the Commissioners. When it becomes 
necessary to renew this list, the Board of 
Inland Revenue, upon receiving from the 
clerk a notification to that effect, causes a 
notice to be inserted in the London 
Gazette, convening for this purpose a 
meeting of the Commissioners of Land 
Tax for the county. A letter is then 
addressed to the clerk informing him 
that the notice will be inserted, and a 
eopy of the Gazette containing it sent him 
in due course. In this letter it is now 
the practice (adopted in 1901 om the 
suggestion of the hon. Member and: some 
of his friends), for the Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue to request the clerk to 
take the necessary steps to ensure a full 
attendance by giving notice of the time 
and place of meeting to all Commissioners 
of Land Tax residing in or near the 


+ See (4) Debates, exi., 1008.. 
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division who are entitled to vote. For 
this latter purpose a printed circular is 
supplied by the Board of Inland Revenue 
if the Clerk to the Commissioners so 
desire. So far as the Board of Inland 
Revenue is aware, compliance with the 
above request is general. 


Telegraph Clerks and Postal Duties. 
Mr. BELL (Derby) : To ask the Post- 


master-General whether a telegraphist 
possessing dual qualifications and in 
receipt of his maximum pay will be 
called upon periodically to perform 
duties in the postal department; and 
whether he will state upon what con- 
ditions a telegraphist may cancel the 
qualifying certificate when he is no 
longer in receipt of the increment for 
postal knowledge. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 

The Question does not admit of an 
answer being given in general terms. If 
any individual officer desires informa- 
tion on his own case he should apply 
through the usual channel. 


Salaries of Telegraph Clerks in the 
Central Telegraph Office, London. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY: To ask the 
Postmaster-General whether he will 
state the number of telegraph clerks in 
the Central Telegraph Office, London, 
who are in receipt of £160 per annum ; 
whether he will state the years of service 
of the senior and junior telegraphists at 
this point, with the number of men who 
were transferred from the £160 scale to 
the £190 scale during the past twelve 
months. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) | 


Three hundred and sixty-seven tele- 


graphists in the Central Telegraph 
Office are in receipt of £160 per 
annum. Of this number twenty-nine 


have been passed over as ineligible for 
promotion to the class above. The 
senior of these has had thirty-three 
years service. The service of the senior 
telegraphist eligible for promotion is 
twenty-six years, and of the junior in 
receipt of £160, 20 years. Twenty-nine 
men have been promoted to the class of 
overseers and senior telegraphists during 
the year ended 17th June. 
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Candidates for Posts as Male Learners in 
the Post Office. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY: To ask the 
Postmaster-General whether he will 
state the number of candidates who 
entered for the last open competition 
for male learners in London with the 
marks of the highest and lowest success- 
ful candidates, and the number of 
vacancies competed for; will he also 
state the number of vacancies filled by 
the last limited competition among 
messengers, with the marks of the 
highest and lowest successful candidates. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
One hundred and sixty-five candidates 
competed at the last open competition 
for male learners in London, held in 
February, 1903, for forty places. The 
highest successful candidate obtained 
1,646 marks and the lowest 1,334. 
Fifteen places were reserved for the 
limited competition among messengers 
held on the same date, and the highest 
and lowest marks obtained by the 
successful candidates were 1,528 and 
1,542 respectively. 


Ilford Sorting ee oaay Condi- 
ion. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford): To ask the Postmaster-General if 
he can state what has been the result of 
his inquiry as to thestate of the lavatory 
accommodation and the sanitary condi- 
tion of the Ilford sorting office. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
I have made arrangements for the con- 
struction of sanitary conveniences at the 
temporary sorting office at Ilford; in 
other respects the sanitary condition of 
the room is satisfactory. 


Average Cost per annum of Soldiers 

in India. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
India what is the cost per annum, 
respectively, of a private of the cavalry, 
artillery, and infantry in India. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) The full details required for 
answering the hon. Member’s Question 
are not in my possession, but I will ask 
the Government of India to supply 


them. 
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Coal Tax—Praudulent Evasions. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether, in consequence of 
the discovery of evasions of the coal 
tax, any changes are contemplated in 
connection with the collection of this 
branch of revenue; and, if so, is he ina 
position to state the nature of such 
changes. 


(Answered by Mr. Ritchie.) No such 
changes are contemplated, but of course 
the Customs authorities always take 
precautions against any method of 
traudulent evasion which is brought to 
their notice. 


Corn Tax—Rebates. 


Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prest- 
wich): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether, under the Finance 
Bill, a merchant holding grain and 
glucose on which together an amount 
of duty of £25 has been paid will have 
the same returned, or will he have to 
prove that he has paid £25 of duty on 
each article. 


(Answered by Mr. Ritchie.) Stocks of 
grain and imported glucose must be 
made the subject of separate claims for 
rebate under the Finance Bill, and a 
merchant holding stocks of both will 
have to prove that he has paid duty of 
an aggregate amount of not less than 
£25in respect of the grain, and excess 
duty amounting to not less than £25 in 
respect of the glucose before he will be 
entitled to rebate. 


miyaiiies of Agricultural and Technical 
truction Rate in County Leitrim. 
COLONEL McCALMONT: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that a special rate of 1d.in the £, amount- 
ing to between £500 and £600 a year, 


has been levied on the county Leitrim for 


the last three years for the purposes of 
the Agricultural and Technical Instruc- 
tion Act, and that less than £100 of 
these sums has been expended in the 
county for the purposes of the Act; 
and, if so, will he say whether steps can 
be taken to prevent the County Council 
levying rates from which no benefit is 
derived. 
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| (Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) A special 
|rate of 1d. in the £ was levied in 
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Leitrim in each of the years mentioned. 

'The expenditure in connection with 
agricultural schemes in the county for 
the years 1901 and 1902 amounted to 
£759 17s. 7d., of which the sum of 
£338 16s, 9d. was borne by the rates. 
The estimated expenditure on agricul- 
tural schemes in the year 1903 is 
£992 18s., of which amount £441 6s. 
will be payable out of the rates. As 
regards technical instruction in the 
county, there was no scheme in opera- 
tion during the session 1901-2, and the 
actual expenditure under that head was 
only £7 5s. 6d. For the session 1902- 3, 
the expenditure up to the 14th January, 
1903, was £196 3s. 9d. The technical 
instruction scheme is now in full opera- 
tion, and the additional liabilities which 
have accrued since 14th January last, 
and which probably exceed a total of 
£300, were to have been discharged at 
the meeting of the County Committee 
of agriculture and technical instruction 
on the 15th instant. The County 
Council has transferred to the Commit- 
tee the full local contribution, £150, for 
the Session 1901-2, and a sum of £50 
on account of the Session 1902-3. The 
Department has accordingly paid its full 
contribution for 1901—2—-viz., £300, and 
one-third, £100, of its contribution 
for 1902-3, besides £103 14s. 1d. for 
equipment, making in all £503 14s. 1d. 
for technical instruction. 


Construction of a Bridge at Coolavin. 
County Sligo. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, S.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has been 
directed to the resolution of the Sligo 
County Council dated 9th May, 1903, 
relative to the construction of a bridge 
over the Cutt at Cull in Coolavin, 
county Sligo; and, if so, whether this 
matter will be considered by the Con- 
gested Districts Board, seeing that it 
concerns the counties of Sligo and Ros- 
common. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
| Resolution has been received and will be 
‘considered by the Board at its next 
meeting. 
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Disturbance at Johnstown, Waterford. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the | 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | 
of Ireland whether he is aware that in | 
Johnstown, Waterford, on the 8th inst., 
two women members of the Salvation 
Army were attacked in the public street, 


and that the police present refused to | 
interfere ; and, if so, will he state what | 


action, if any, the Government propose 
to take in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) 


such occurrence took place on the 8th | 
On the 16th May, however, | 


instant. 
two Members of the Salvation Army 
were assaulted (but not seriously) by a 
woman, who has been previously con- 
victed of assault on her neighbours. 


The police were not present on the | 
occasion, and both of the ladies assaulted | 
have declined to prosecute their assailant. | 


Army Officers— Proficiency in Japanese. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: To 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether any monetary reward is given 
for proficiency in Japanese; and why 
officers are not permitted to earn 
rewards for proficiency in Chinese and 


Japanese after having passed in both | 


languages at the end of a single period 
of seconded service. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
A reward is given for proficiency in the 


Japanese language on the same lines | 


as tor Chinese. The conditions of the 
grants include a twelve months residence 
in the country concerned, and it is not 
possible for an officer to spend the 
same twelve months simultaneously in 
China and Japan. 


Somaliland Operations. 


Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he has yet received General 
Manning’s Report upon the 
operations in Somaliland; and, if so, 


whether he has any further information | 


to give to the House. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
I have no further information to give 
to the House on this subject, but 
despatches will shortly be published. 
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Co-operative Union—Free Advertise- 

ments in Army Regulations. 

Mr. CHARLES WILSON (Hull, W.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
| whether, before deciding to give free 
| advertisement in the Army Regulations 
| to the Co-operative Union, he will con- 
sider the interests of retail grocers. 


(Questions. 


| Mr. MARSHALL HALL (Lancashire, 
Southport): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he has decided to give 
free advertisements in the Army Regula- 
tions to the Co-operative Union ; and, if 
so, whether he will reconsider his de- 
cision in view of the advantage that 
such advertisements will give them over 
private traders. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 1 
have explained in aletter to the Grocers’ 
Union that there is no intention of 
giving in the Army Regulations a free 
advertisement tothe Co-operative Union. 


Naturalisation of fies in the Transvaal 
ony. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE(Merthyr Tydvil) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether Ordinance No. 46, 
Transvaal Colony, and in_ particular 
Sub-section 1 of Clause 1 (naturalisation 
of aliens), has been in any way altered 
or amended since its promulgation in 
1902 ; and, if so, what is now the period 
during which aliens must reside in the 
Transvaal Colony ere they acquire the 


| right to apply for naturalisation. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
So far as Iam aware the ordinance has 
not been amended. 


| Property in the Swaziland Protectorate. 


Sir CUTHBERT QUILTER (Suffolk, 
Sudbury): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he is aware 
that, although a year has elapsed since 
the proclamation of peace, the position 
of those holding property or concessions 
in the Swaziland Protectorate has not 
| yet been defined, that no property can at 
present be transferred as the Registry 
|of Deeds has not been reopened; and 
| whether he can state when the necessary 
| arrangements will be completed to put 
| an end to this delay. 








1303 Questions. 
(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) | 
I regret that there has been unavoidable | 
delay in dealing with these matters, but 
it has been found necessary to provide | 
by Order in Qouncil for the proper | 
administration of Swaziland. The Order | 
will be issued very soon, and no time 
will then be lost in setting up the 
requisite administrative machinery. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
While the matter was still under con- 
sideration the Board of Trade appointed 
a Committee to consider the whole 
question of the collection and distribu- 
tion of commercial intelligence. The 
Report of trat Committee was laid 
before Parliament in 1898, and resulted 
in the establishment of the Commercial 
Intelligence Branch of the Board of 


(Questions. 


| Trade, by which such information as 


British Trade with the Colonies. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: To ask the. 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if he 
will consider the advisability of inviting | 
the assistance of Colonial Governments 
in an investigation of the extent to 
which, in each of the colonies, the pro- | 
duce and manufactures of the cvlonies 
have in recent years displaced or are | 
displacing similar British products | 
hitherto imported; and the causes of 
such displacement, on lines correspond- | 
ing to the invitation in respect to the 
inquiry into the displacement of British 
by foreign imports contained in his 
despatch of 28th November, 1895. 


(Answered hy Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
The difficulties of investigating the 
movement of trade which does not pass 
through the Custom Houses appear to 
be insuperable, but the information 
already in our possession with regard to 
the exports of British and Irish produce 
to the colonies shows a large and con- 
tinuous increase. The yearly average 
figures for the five year periods 1876- 
1880, 1881-1885, 1886-1890, 1891-1895, 
1896-1900, are as follows :—£67,455,270, 
£81,294,831, £81,186,508, £75,168,121, 
£86,043,165 ; and the figures for 1902 
are £109,028,611. 





Mr. D. A. THOMAS: To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the further and fuller despatch 
on the subject of colonial products | 
which might advantageously be exported 
to the United Kingdom or other parts 
of the British Empire contemplated in 
paragraph 7 of his despatch of 28th 
November, 1895, has been sent to 
Colonial Governors ; and, if so, will a, 
copy of the despatch, with the replies 
thereto, be laid upon the Table of the 
House. 


| that intended to be collected is continu- 


ously collected and disseminated. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
Somaliland. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War what is the number of camels 
recently purchased in or for Somaliland, 
and what is the total expenditure to 
date upon the expedition there ; whether 
he has yet received General Manning's 
views upon future operations; and 
whether in that case he will state the 
intentions of the Government as to 
those operations. 


CapTaAIn NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg also to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he can state what re- 
inforcements it is proposed to send from 
India, and also from this country, to 
Somaliland, and about what date it is 
anticipated that these reinforcements 
are likely to reach General Manning. 
Also, whether General Manning has 
now sufficient transport to enable him 
to relieve Colonel Cobbe, and for how 
long it is calculated Colonel Cobbe’s 
supply of food will last. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The expenditure up to date on 
the Somaliland expedition amounts, so 
far as can be estimated, to about £400,000, 
as against £500,000 voted in last year’s 
and the present Estimates. The posi- 
tion in Somaliland at present is as 
follows: On 5th May instructions were 
sent to General Manning to gather his 
outlying garrisons together and con- 
centrate them at Bohotle. General 
Manning estimated that his available 
transport and provisions would fully 





~~ esl +F 





1305 Questions. 


enable him to carry out this movement, 
and we have heard nothing from him | 
to cast doubt on his power to effect the 
concentration. Meantime the Abys- | 
sinian advance to Gerlogubi has caused 
the Mullah to move to the north-east, and 
his mounted troops are reported in the 
neighbourhood of Damot on the route 
of General Manning’s march. Damot is 
140 miles from Galadi, and we have no 
reason to suppose Galadi is threatened. 
General Manning has not asked for 
reinforcements, but, as the mortality of 
camels has been heavy, His Majesty’s 
Government have ordered 1,200 camels | 
to be sent from Aden, of which 700 
have reached Berbera, and 1,300 from 
India, which are due at Berbera next 
week. Three hundred men of the! 
Hampshire regiment and 300 Indian 
troops have also been ordered from Aden 
to Berbera with full transport, and will 
leave at once, and the Indian Govern- 
ment are holding further reinforcements | 
from India in readiness for despatch if 
required. 
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different points. His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have sent 600 men from Aden 
because they thought it well to place 
additional men at Berbera in case they 
should be required. But no demand has 
yet been made for reinforcements. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): Is the War Office in communi- 
cation with General Manning, or are 
communications broken? Is General 
Manning in communication with Colonel 
Cobbe ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: According to our 
last information, General Manning and 
Colonel Cobbe may be at this moment 
with one force. But for the last fort- 
night or three weeks we have had no 


| information from General Manning, as at 


this moment he is executing his march to 
Damot in his retirement on Bohotle. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Are the communica- 
tions with General Manning broken ! 


Mr. BRODRICK: We have direct 


|/communication with Colonel Swan at 


Captain) NORTON: Has General 
Manning transport sufficient to enable | 
him to return to his base, and how long | 
may Colonel Cobbe’s food supplies be 
expected to last ? 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Will 
the movements of the Mullah from the | 
south-west to the north-east not take the | 
Mullah into British territory ; what are | 
the troops available, apart from the | 
garrison of Berbera, for operations in the | 
field, either under General Manning or | 
Colonel Cobbe; and when do the War | 
Office intend to make a light railway to | 
help out the question of transport ! | 


Mr. BRODRICK: We have no reason | 
to suppose that Galadi, which was oceu- | 
pied by Colonel Cobbe, and from which 
he has since removed, is in any way 
threatened, and therefore there is no 
question of his food supply or transport. 
As to a light railway, that is a question 
which would require very serious con- 
sideration ; and we have no reason to 
suppose at present that the state of 
the roads would enable the railway to be 
laid down with rapidity. In any ease, 
it would involve great cost. The House 
must excuse me from giving exact details 
of the forces which are available at 





Bohotle, and as soon as he hears from 
General Manning we shall hear from 
him. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
Why is the Boer contingent being 
withdrawn when fresh troops are being 
sent ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: They had come to 
the end of their engagement. They 
engaged for a certain period, and, having, 
served with excellent results, they have 
returned to South Africa. 


Woolwich Arsenal Disaster. 

Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can give the House any 
information regarding the awful 
calamity which happened at Woolwich 
Arsenal this morning, by which it is 
reported fifteen men have lost their 
lives, and forty others have been in- 
jured. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I deeply regret to 
say that a very serious explosion took 
lace in the lyddite shell-filling rooms, 
Royal Arsenal, Woolwich, at about 
8.15 a.m. to-day. The following is the 
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ilist of casualties:— Killed: J. Usher, | 


Frank Curren, W. Edwards, C. Adam, 


A. Swords, Alfred Greenlees, — Pinhorn, | 


G. Case, E. Newton, — Remington, 
J. T. Larkins (died after admission to 
hospital). The remains of four men 
-are umrecognised ; the following five 
are missing :— — Morley, S. Johnson, 
— Herbert, — Marshall, — Connor. 
Very seriously injured: A. Goldsmith, 
A. Stevens, F. Stevens. Less seriously 
injured: — Webb, G. Crofts, A Saun- 
ders, F. Smith, W. Wood, D. Gaurd, 
E. Stevenson, A. Smedley, E. Howell, 
E. Hammond, H. Wickham, N. G. 
Titmarsh, J. Waters, J. Hillers. No 
further detailed information can be 
given until the Report of the Board of 
Inquiry, which will be forthwith 
assembled, has been received. 


Captain NORTON: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman take steps to see that 
the families of the men who have been 
-killed do not suffer ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Of course I shall 
be glad to do anything which hes in 
‘my power in that direction. Any 
‘resources we have under the ordinary 
rules will be used. 


1st Battalion Royal Irish Rifles. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): I beg to 
:ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the fact that the Ist 
Battalion of Royal Irish Rifles have been 
six years on foreign service, he can state 
‘when they are likely to return to the 
Home depot. 


Mr. BRODRICK: As the ordinary 
tour abroad of an infantry unit is sixteen 
‘or seventeen years, this battalion is not 
likely to return home for some years. 


Mr. SLOAN: But did not this 
battalion suffer severely during the war ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am afraid that 
the hardships suffered by this battalion 
were also suffered by the great majority 
-of our battalions in South Africa, and to 
recall this one would only put a further 
burden on some other battalion. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Are these 
men already tired of serving their 
«country 4 


No answer was returned. 
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The Dynamite Duty in South Africa. 


| Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether the 
Government of Sir Gordon Sprigg asked 
either him or Lord Milner to create a 
preferential tariff in favour of dynamite 
manufactured in Cape Colony for use in 
the Transvaal against British manu- 
facturers ; and, if no such communication 
was received, will he say why this pre- 
ferential duty was imposed by Lord 
| Milner, seeing outside the Transvaal there 
is no other dynamite factory in South 
Africa except that of the De Beers 
Company. 


The following question also appeared 
on the Paper— 


Mr. MARKHAM: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 
he has sanctioned a coast duty on any 
manufactured goods consigned to the 
Transvaal; and, if so, what articles 
besides dynamite are taxed in _ this 
manner ; whether, seeing that dynamite 
manufactured at the De Beers Company’s 
new factory at Cape Town pays no duty 
when used in the Transvaal, will he say 
for what reasons this disability has been 
created against British dynamite manu- 
facturers ; and will he lay upon the Table 
of the House the protests addressed to 
him by British dynamite manufacturers 
against this new monopoly granted to 
the De Beers Company on all dynamite 
imported by them into the Transvaal. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I propose to answer 
the two Questions together. 


Mr. MARKHAM: On a point of 
order. If the right hon. Gentleman 
intends to take that course I will with- 
draw the second Question. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I shall 
answer the two. I have no reason to 
‘suppose that any request was made by 
the Cape Government for preferential 
treatment of Cape dynamite in the 
Transvaal, and if the hon. Member will 
refer to Command Paper, 1599, he will 
see that Article XVII of the Customs 
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Convention gives the Transvaal Govern- 
ment power to make such arrangements 
as will prevent Cape dynamite from en- 
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his remuneration is partly by pay and 
partly by commission per head of natives 
recruited. 


joying any preferential treatment within | 


the Transvaal. [ stated on Monday last? 
that the question of taking action under 
this Article is now under consideration, 
and that being so I am unable to make 
any further statement at the present 
time, and no useful purpose would be 
served by laying on the Table the pro- 
tests of British manufacturers to which 
the hon. Member refers. The hon. 
Member will find in the Convention 
itself all information as to the manu- 
factured articles which will be subject to 
a coast duty when imported into the 
‘Transvaal. 


Mr. MARKHAM: Is it not the fact 
that dynamite is now manufactured in 


Cape Colony and imported into the | 


Transvaal free of duty? Yes or no? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: If the hon. | 


Member wants further information let 
him put down a Question. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): [sit not the fact that Lord Milner, 
who has imposed this preferential duty 
in favour of the De Beers Company, is 
himself a large owner of shares in the 
company ? 


Mr. J. GHAMBERLAIN: I believe 
there is no foundation whatever for that 
statement. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: And I 


believe the reverse. 


Native Labour Recruiting for the 
Transvaal in Central Africa. 

Si MARK STEWART (Kirkcud- 
brightshire): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether a recruiting agent has been 


appointed for the Port Herald district of | 


Central Africa ; and, if so, will he state 
whether he is a member of a firm who 
three years ago were convicted of cruelty 
to natives imported from Anguruland, 
which was fined £250, and their manager 
banished from the country ; and whether 
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Toe UNDERSECRETARY or STATE. 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): Mr. Steblecki, well 
known to His Majesty’s Commis- 
sioner in British Central Africa as a 
straightforward man of excellent char- 
acter and well qualified for the post, has 
been appointed recruiting agent in the 
Protectorate for natives going to the 
Transvaal. He is not a member of the 
firm referred to. He is employed by the 
Johannesburg Labour Association, and. 
receives remuneration from them. 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity): Is there any official of the 
Central African Government who inter- 
venes in this recruiting or who makes re- 


| presentations ? 


Lorp CRANBORNE: Every recruit 


| has to be recruited in the presence of a. 
| magistrate. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Is there any 
interpreter to ‘explain to these unfor- 
tunate men ? 


Lorp CRANBORNE: Oh, yes. 


The Kischineff Outrages. 


Mr. STUART SAMUEL (Tower 
Hamlets, Whitechapel) : I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State tor Foreign. 
Affairs if he will obtain from a British 
Consular Officer a Report as to the 
measures which have been taken to bring 
to justice the persons responsible for the 
late outrages on the Jews at Kischineff, 
and the punishments, if any, inflicted 
on such persons ; and if he will lay the 
same upon the Table. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: His Majesty's 
Ambassador at St. Petersburg, and His 
Majesty’s Consul- General at Odessa 
(the nearest place to Kischineff at which 
a British Consular Officer is stationed) 
will undoubtedly report all that comes 
to their knowledge as to the measures 
taken by the Russian authorities. But: 
‘the matter shall not be lost sight of. 
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When the Reports are received I hope 
to be able to give full information to 
the House. 


(Juestions. 


Preferential Railway Rates for Foreign 
Importers, 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I | 


beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he has received any 
official information to the effect that the 
carrying companies give preferential 
rates to foreign importers; whether he 
will instruct the Railway Department 
of the Board of Trade to inquire into 
and report upon this subject. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY 
TARY To tHE BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars): The 
answer to the first part of the hon. 


Member’s Question is in the negative, | 
and I may refer to the reply given | 


by my right hon. friend the President 
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Mr. FIELD: But is that a reason 
why he should not consider it again? 


(Juestions. 


| No answer was returned. 

| 

| Food and Raw Material produced within 
the United Kingdom. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether any particulars are avail- 
| able as to the quantity of food and raw 
|material produced within the United 
Kingdom ; or whether it is possible for 
him to give any statement as to the 
| value of the main commodities under 
these heads produced at home, com- 
pared with what we import from foreign 
countries or the colonies. 





Mr. BONAR LAW: There are no 
official statistics as to the total quantities 
of food and raw materials of all kinds 
produced within the United Kingdom. 


of the Board of Trade on the 19th of | Such particulars as are available respect- 
last month? to a similar Question ad-| ing the quantities and values of certain 
dressed to him by the hon. Member for | classes of food and materials produced 
Dundee. The Railway Department of|are published in the “ Agricultural 
the Board of Trade are at all times| Returns” of the Board of Agriculture 
prepared to investigate any specific and the Home Office Mineral Statistics. 





complaints of the nature referred to. 


Free Railway Passes for M.P.’s. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether, 
in view of the fact that the Members of 


| The principal statistics are summarised 
|in the Board of Trade Abstract of 
Labour Statistics. 


Mr. LOUGH: Is it not in the power 
of the Board of Trade to get the 
| statistics ? 


this House give time to the considera- | 


tion of Railway Bills in Committee, he 
will endeavour to arrange with the | 


railway companies a system similar to 
that in force in other countries and the 
colonies that members of legislatures 
shall have free passes. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: The President of | 
the Board of Trade is not prepared to) 


take any action in the direction sug- 
gested. 


Mr. FIELD: But will not the right | 


hon. Gentleman take the matter into his 
consideration * 


Mr. BONAR LAW: He has already | 


considered it several times. 
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Mr. BONAR LAW: If the hon. 
Member will examine the Returns to 
which I have referred him I think he 
will find all the information he requires. 


Scottish Education Grants. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask the Lord Advocate how many of 
the schools which will participate in the 
/grants under heads (a), (b), and (ce), 
respectively, of Section 1 of the Minute 
of the Committee of Council on Education 
in Scotland, dated 28th May, 1903, are 
voluntary schools, and how many are 
_ public schools. 


THe SOLICITOR-GENERAL For 
|SCOTLAND (Mr. Scorr Dickson, 
Glasgow, Bridgeton): I may refer the 
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hon. Member to the answer I gave | 
yesterday to the Member for North- | 
west Lanark +. Intakingthe number of | 
schools no distinction was made between 
public and voluntary schools, and it is 


Questions. 


i i without notice to give the) ‘eer : 
angeetane ne 6 /communication with the Treasury on the 


numbers separately. Nor would it 
enable us to say how many public and 
voluntary schools respectively will qualify 
for the additional grants during the 
three months ending on 31st December, 
1903. 


Gordon-Bennett Motor Race. 


Mr. REMNANT (Finsbury, Holborn) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 

War whether His Majesty’s troops are to 

be used to keep the course for the Gordon- 

3ennett motor race in Ireland ; and, if so, 

on what grounds he has granted the use 
of the troops for this police duty. 


Mr, BRODRICK: There is no inten- 
tion of using His Majesty’s troops to keep 
the course for the Gordon-Bennett motor 
race. The civil power have the right to 
call for the assistance of the troops in case 
of riot or disturbances, but I am advised 
that this would not include their use for 
such purposes as are indicated in the 
Question. The officer commanding any 
troops would, of course, be justified in 
establishing pickets at any place which 
might be necessary to preserve order 
among the troops under his command. 


Mr. REMNANT: Have not orders 
been given to the troops to keep them- 


selves in readiness from six o'clock in the | 


morning until three in the afternoon ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am not aware of 
it. I have consulted the authorities, and 
have given the hon. Member the answer 
which I have received. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the 


military have heen used in connection 
with evictions in Ireland ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will say on | 
whom will fall the expenses of the extra | 
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| police necessary for the protection of the 
public during the motor race for the 
Gordon-Bennett cup. 

THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpuaM, Dover): Iam in 


subject. 


Mr. LEAMY: 
get an answer ? 


When may I hope to 
The question is pressing. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: At an early date, 
which I may be able perhaps to indicate 
in the course of this evening. 


County Sligo Telegraphs. 

Mr. O'DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
has received a Resolution of the Sligo 
Rural District Council, dated the 2nd 
instant, relative to the establishment of 
telegraphic communication between Bal- 
lintogher and Callooney, county Sligo ; 
and, if so, whether he will favourably 
consider the matter. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E.): Yes, Sir, and I am now awaiting a 
report on the subject from the local 
officers. 


Irish Railway Rates. 

Mr. FIELD : I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether he is 
aware that the rate of a waggon of sheep 
from Ballyhaunis, county Mayo, to Liver- 
pool is £4 10s., whilst the rate from 
Claremorris, a station on the same line 
thirteen miles further from Dublin, is only 
£4 ; that such preferential rates exist in 
Ireland when there is either railway or 
water competition ; and whether he will 
have inquiries made with the view of in- 
ducing the carrying companies to give 
similar mileage rates from each station. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: Representations 
have been made to the Board of Trade 


that the rates are as stated by the hon. 


Member, and the Board are in communi- 
cation with the Midland and Great 
Western Railway Company on the 
subject. 


Irish Railway Rates—Judge Adams’ 
Views. 
Mr. EDWARD MITCHELL (Fer- 
managh, N.): I beg to ask the Pre- 
sident of the Board of Trade if his 
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attention has been called to a state- | 
His Honour Judge | 


ment made by 
Adams, at the recent Limerick quarter 
sessions, when, at the hearing of 
some railway cases, his Honour said 
that no good or prosperity could ever 
come to Ireland until the whole question 
of railway rates was considered and 
re-adjusted in the interest of public 
requirements, and that Ireland could 
never be a prosperous country until this 
was done; and, if so, will he take steps 
to bring about fair and reasonable rail- 
way rates for the benefit of farmers, 
traders, and others. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Atthe request of my 
right hon. friend | will reply to this Ques- 
tion. The Department of Agriculture is 
constantly investigating questions affect- 
ing railway transit and rates, and obtain- 
ing information which would prove of 
utility should it ever be decided to ap- 
point a Committee of Inquiry. The 
Department does not think. however, 
that the time has yet arrived for such an 


inquiry. 


Londonderry Electric Lighting. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether he will explain why 
the application of the Londonderry 
County Borough Council to the 
Treasury, through the Commissioners ot 
Public Works in Ireland, for the sum of 
£35,000 for the purpose of an installation 
of private electric lighting in the county 
borough, was refused, seeing that an 
application for a larger sum for a like 
purpose was made by the City of 
Dublin County Borough Council. and 
was granted by the Treasury. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. ELLiot, Durham) : 
It has been the recent policy of the 
Treasury, owing to their heavy borrow- 
ing requirements, to restrict Government 
loans to cases in which the borrower has 
either no power to borrow by issuing 
stock or cannot doso on moderate terms 
in the particular case. The application 
from the Londonderry County Borough 
Council did not fall within this category, 
and was therefore refused. The excep- 
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tion in the case of Dublin was only 
made for special reasons urged upon the 
Treasury by the Irish Government, 
which were not present in the case of 
the Londonderry application. 


Mr. P. A. M’Hugh, M.P. 

Mr. LEAMY: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney-General for lreland if he will 
say whether there are any limits to 
the term for which, under warrant of 
committal for contempt of Court, Mr. 
M’Hugh, M.P., can be kept in gaol ; 
and if the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
possesses the power to order Mr. 
M‘Hugh’s release. 


THe ATTORNEY -GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.): The answer to both of 
these Questions is in the negative. 
I think it only right to say that 
before the hon. Member was arrested 
application was made on _ his behalf 
to the Judge who issued the attachment 
order that it might be rescinded. The 
learned Judge said he could not consider 
the application unless it was accom- 
panied by an expression of regret on the 
part of the hon. Member. The duration 
of the hon. Member’s imprisonment is 
very much in his own hands. 


Mr. DELANY (Queen's County, 
Ossory): Has any communication been 
made on the part of the Government to 
Judge Ross ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : Certainly not. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): What 
did the right hon. Gentleman mean by 
the words ‘“‘the duration of the hon. 
Member's imprisonment is very much in 
his own hands ?”’ 


Arms (Ireland) Act. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to the fact 
that Mathew C. Kenny, of Quilty, 
County Clare, on the 31st March, in this 
year, discharged repeatedly a rifle on the 
public roads, and whether the attention 
of the police will be called to this matter. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Kenny dis- 
charged one shot on the public road 
on the date mentioned. He did this in 
order to release a cartridge which he 
could not otherwise extract. The atten- 
tion of the police has already been drawn 
to the matter. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 
ihe right hon. Gentleman inquire of the 
police whether the statements in my Ques- 
tion are not perfectly accurate! Where 
did he get his information that only one 
shot was fired ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM was understood to 


reply that there was no need to make | 


further inquiry. 


Cork Model Schools. 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): I beg | 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, in reference to the 


daily average attendance of pupils at the , ' was 
result of the meeting of the Commissioners 


Cork Model Schools, whether he can 
state how many children (excluding 
ninety-two infants) are in daily average 
attendance in the 2nd, 3rd, and 4th books 
respectively, and ‘how many teachers, 
principals, assistants, and monitors are 
required for those children. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The daily average 
attendances in 1902 were eight, twenty- 
six and twenty-nine in the three classes 
respectively. Two principal teachers, 
assisted by two monitors and three pupil 
teachers were employed in their instruc- 
tion. The principal teachers supervised, 
in addition, the general work of the 
school. 


Training of Irish School Teachers. 


Mr. FLYNN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he can state what schools 
in Cork under the National Board, other 
than the model schouls, were used as 
centres for the training of teachers in 
cookery, hand and eye training, and other 
technica] subjects. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The following 
Convent National Schools—St. Vincent’s, 
St. Joseph’s, North and South Presenta- 
tion Schools. 
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Cork Technical Committee and the 
Model Schools. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he can state what was the 
result of the conference between Head 
Inspectors Downing and Purser, represent- 
ing the Commissioners of National Edu- 
cation, and the Very Rev. Canon Fleming, 
Rev. P. J. Dowling, and Mr. McMullen, 
architect, representing the Cork Technical 
Committee, respecting the use of portion 
of the model schools; were joint or 
separate reports submitted by the in- 
spectors ; and if he will state what was 
the nature of the Reports submitted to 
the Commissioners. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The _ Inspectors 
made special Reports to the Commis- 
sioners. All such Reports are Depart- 
mental Documents and are invariably 
regarded as confidential. 


Mr. FLYNN asked what was the 


of National Education in respect to the 
occupation of the model schools. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Commissioners 
asked that the schools should be given up 
at the earliest possible date. That was 
the last decision ; at all events I am not 
aware that there was anything later. If 
the hon. Member wishes I will endeavour 
to obtain further information. As the 
hon. Gentleman is aware the Commis- 
sioners have a difference with the 


Managers of the Local Technical Instruc- 


tion Committee. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Water- 
ford): Last time the right hon. 
Gentleman said he would communicate 
with the National Board and express 
the view that this eviction of the 
Technical Instruction Committee should 
not take place until the subject had 
been discussed in this House on the Edu- 
cation Estimates. Has the hon. Gentle- 
man made that representation, and if so, 
with what result ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I take it that the 
Commissioners adhere to the view that 
the use of the schools by the Committee 
must terminate on the earliest convenient 
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date. 1 cannot say if any more definite 
arrangements have been made. Of course 
the Commissioners have the power—— 


Questions. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The date 
has been already fixed—the 30th June. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot say 
whether, the earliest convenient date 
means the date already referred to. I am 
prepared to inquire. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Is 
not the Technical Committee referred to 
representative of all classes and creeds ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Even if that were 
so it would not alter the authority and 
powers of the Commissioners. 


Mr. SLOAN: 
this Committee would never have been 
evicted if it had complied with the Com- 
missioners’ decision ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The matter rests 
with the Commissioners, not with me. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is it not the fact that 
the Committee did comply with the 
requirements of the Commissioners ? 


| No answer was returned, ] 


Letterkenny Railway. 

Mr. M’FADDEN (Donegal, E.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if the Board 
of Works will take steps to secure that 
the passengers who had paid their fares 
by the Letterkenny Railway and the 
Letterkenny to Burtonport Railway on 
the 15th May last, and who were unable 


to obtain travelling accommodation by | 


these lines, will be refunded their fares 
and have compensation made them by 
the Lough Swilly Railway Company for 
the failure to provide sufficient carriages. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: All such fares 
have been refunded on _ application. 
Other persons who did not apply for a 
refund were allowed to travel on 
following day. 


ee em Fair—Railway 
reakdown. 


_ Mr. MFADDEN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
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Is it not a fact that | 


the | 
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Lough Swilly Railway Company which 
works the new Letterkenny to Burton- 
port Extension Railway, County Donegal, 
failed to provide sufficient accommodation 
for passengers on the line on the occasion 
of the hiring fair at Letterkenny on 
15th May last; and whether, in view 
of the overcrowding of compartments 
|on that occasion, and of the fact that 
|a number of passengers on the same 
occasion were put into goods waggons 
and cattle trucks and charged the same 
fares as persons in third class passenger 

| carriages, and that the morning train 
'to Letterkenny from Burtonport was 
an hour late in arriving, and the evening 
| train was an hour-and-a-half late in 
| leaving Letterkenny, and that a number 
| of persons were unable to obtain travelling 
/accommodation in the train at Letter 

kenny Station and at Old Town Station, 





'the Board of Works, with whom the 
Lough Swilly Company entered into 


/agreement for working the line, will see 
'that the terms of the agreement are 
carried out and sufficient accommodation 
is provided for the travelling public. 


1 understand that 
was caused to 
passengers on this line on the date 
mentioned ; but it is denied by the 
Company that passengers were placed 
in a cattle truck. It must not be 
forgotten, however, that the Letterkenny 
and Burtonport R ailway was only opened 
for traffic in March last, and that the 
interval that has since elapsed has hardly 
been sufficient to enable the Company to 
estimate adequately the requirements of 
the line on the particular occasion in 
question. The Board of Werks is in 
correspondence with the Company with 
'a view to having such arrangements 
|}made as will obviate any recurrence of 
complaint, so far as possible. 


Mr. 
some 


WYNDHAM: 


inconvenience 


Mr. M’FADDEN: I beg to ask th 
| Cisief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
‘of Ireland whether his attention hus 
been called to the fact that the special 


morning train from Londonderry to 
Letterkenny, County Donegal, on the 
Letterkenny Railway, worked by the 


| Lough Swilly Ra lway Company under 

agreement with the Board of Works, 
due to arrive at 10 o'clock did not arrive 
on the occasion of the hiring fair at 
Letterkenny on the 15th May last until 
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12 o’clock ; that the train due at Letter- | tions of the recent Viceregal Commission 
kenny at 1.40 p-m. On same occasion did | which inquired into the depreciation of 
not arrive until 3 o'clock, that the salmon and trout culture in the inland 
evening train for Londonderry due to rivers of Ireland, and more particularly 
leave Letterkenny at 6.50 did not leave the recommendation of the establishment 
till 8 o’clock, and that a number of of an Irish Fishery Department, respon- 
passengers were unable to obtain accom- sible only to Parliament, and distinct 
modation; and, if so, whether, considering from the [rish Department of Agricul- 
that the passengers, mostly farmers by ture and Technical Instruction. 
these trains, at present pay a tax of 33d. 
in the pound towards the paying off of Mr. WYNDHAM: Effect has been 
interest on the mortgage held on the given to all the recommendations of the 
line by the Board of Works, the Board Commission which do not necessitate 
will see that the line is properly equipped legislation. The Commission did not 
and ‘worked by the company. recommend the formation of a Fishery 
: ; Department of the character suggested 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The 6.30 and 8.40 in the question. On the contrary, it 
morning trains arrived late at Letter- proposed the establishment of a Fishery 
kenny owing to heavy traffic. The} Board subordinate to the Department of 
company deny that any passengers Agriculture. The latter Department 
were left behind; but if names and| has appointed a special Advisory Com- 
addresses of persons who allege they were | mittee on Fisheries to assist it in this 
so inconvenienced are furnished further branch of its work. 
inquiry will be made. 

Mr. M’FADDEN: I beg to ask the| Irish Poor Law Officers’ Superannuation. 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant! M8. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 
of Ireland whether, in view of the the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
agreement between the Board of Works) tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
and the Lough Swilly Railway Company , has been drawn to the fact that the 
for the working of the Letterkenny to Poor Law Association of Ireland are 
Burtonport Extension Railway, County satisfied that the amount of one farthing 
Donegal, and the provision relating to im the pound annually on the valuation 
the use of the rolling stock of this line of Ireland from the rates, with the 
on the Letterkenny or Londonderry and Officers’ coutributions would be sufficient 
Lough Swilly lines worked by the same for the purposes of the Poor Law Super- 
Company, he will state whether on the @"nuation (Ireland) Bill; and, if so, 
15th May last the use by the Company | Whether he will grant facilities for the 
of part of this rolling stock on the Passing of the Bill into law in the present 
Letterkenny line was the occasion of the Session of Parliament. 
insufficient accommodation afforded to cia ae 
passengers on the Burtonport line and Mr. WYNDHAM: The Bill of this 
the consequent complaints; and, if so, Year differs in no material respect from 
will he say what action he proposes§to the Bill of last year. The Actuary, whose 
take. Report upon the Bill of 1901 was pre 

sented to Parliament, considers that, 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The Company ex- even on the very favourable assumptions 
plain that this statement is incorrect, on which he based his Report, a rate of 
and that the carriages in use on the one farthing in the pound on the valua- 
3urtonport line on the date in question tionsof unions would bewholly inadequate 
were one in excess of the normal equip- to meet the liabilities of the fund proposed 


ment of the line. to be set up inthe Bill. The question of 
facilities for discussing the measure 
Irish Salmon and Trout Fisheries. during the present session should be 


Mr. EDWARD MITCHELL: I beg to addressed to the Prime Minister. 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if the Irish Govern- The Fiscal Inquiry. 
ment has yet taken any, and if so, what Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 
steps, tocarry into effect the reeommenda- the first Lord of the Treasury whether, in 
2Y2 
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view of the statement of the Colonial ' 


Secretary that the new fiscal policy 
suggested by him is one which the 
Government invites the country and the 
House to discuss, he will afford an oppor- 
tunity, and, if so, when and how, for this 
House to discuss it. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or 1HE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLFrour, Manchester, E.): My _ hon. 
friend suggests that the Government 
ought to give a day for an abstract dis- 
cussion of this question. I do not take 
that view. It is open to the Leader of 
the Opposition, if he desires, to obtain a 
day, under the conditions I suggested last 
night ; but, no doubt, before this question 
is settled there will be plenty of oppor- 
tunities of discussing it in all its bearings. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Is the discussion 
in the country to take place before an 
opportunity is given to discuss the 
question here, though the Government 
invited the House to discuss the matter ? 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I do not follow 
the hon. Member. Does he mean that no 
speech is ever to be made on any subject 
in the country unless it has received 
preliminary discussion in the House of 
Commons? But as a matter of fact there 
has been discussion in the House of 
Commons, and some of it last night was 
of a highly instructive character. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: These were the 


words used by the Colonial Secretary | 


when he invited us to discussion—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order. This 
is debating the answer; it is not a request 
for information. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : | 


I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether the proposed inquiry into 
the advisability of changing the present 


fiscal system of the United Kingdom, in | 


order to adopt a preferential tariff with 
the colonies, will be carried on openly 
before the public ; and will he state what 
precise form the inquiry will take, and 


whether it will extend its scope to the | 
principles of our fiscal system or be’ 
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confined to examination of fact and 
circumstances. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I answered a 
Question of similar import yesterday, and 
I do not suppose my hon. friend wishes 
me to repeat my answer.+ I may say 
incidentally that in replying to interroga- 
tories in this House, I have gone a great 
deal farther than any of my predecessors 
in touching upon the methods by which 
the Cabinet may pursue one of the many 
inquiries which a Cabinet have to pursue. 
I hope now that the subject may be 
allowed to rest. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The right 
hon. Gentleman has not answered the 
last part of my Question. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The last thing 
I should desire to do would be to give any 
answer in this House which would suggest 
a limitation of the scope of the inquiry 
which we have undertaken. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): As the 
right hon. Gentleman has referred to his 
predecessors, may I ask whether there is 
any precedent for an inquiry by the 
Cabinet, after the subject has been 
publicly raised by one Member of the 
Cabinet ? 


| No answer was returned. | 


SHOPS (EARLY CLOSING) BILL [Lorps.] 

Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday next, and 
to be printed. | Bill 248.] 


NEW BILL. 


DAY INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS 
(IRELAND) BILL. 

“To provide for the Establishment of 
Day Industrial Schools in Ireland,” 
presented by Mr. Harrington ; supported 
by Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien, and Mr. Field; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, Ist July, 
and to be printed. [Bill 249.] 


+ See page 1174. 
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AGED PENSIONERS BILL. 


Ordered, That the Select Committee on 
the Aged Pensioners Bill be nominated 
of Sir Alexander Hargreaves Brown, 
Mr. Channing, Mr. Crean, Mr. Flower, 
Mr. Goulding, Mr. John Hutton, 
Mr. Lloyd-George, Mr. Grant Lawson, 
Mr. O’Shee, Mr. Pemberton, Colonel 
Pilkington, Sir Robert Reid, Mr. 
Remnant, Mr. Shackleton, and Mr. 
Skewes-Cox. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That Five be the quorum.— 
(Sir Alexander Acland-Hood.) 


SUPPLY [13TH ALLOTTED Day. ] 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the 
hair. | 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 
Cuass IV. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘“‘That a sum, not exceeding £808,828, 
be granted to His Majesty to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1904, for Public Education in 
Scotland, and for Science and Art in 
Scotland, including a Grant in Aid.” 


THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GrRAHiM Murray, Buteshire) said the 
work of the year had been more than 
usually interesting. The normal increase 
in the Vote would have been £45,116. 
The actual increase was £151,116, but 
that was owing to the New Aid Grant. 
Thechief itemsint he normal estimate were 
£16,262 extra for grants to day schools, 
£11,500 for continuation classes, and 
nearly £7,000 forfee grants. There was 
also an increase of £5,400 for grants to 
necessitous School Boards. The sum in 
sub-head N. of £2,000 for agricultural 
education had been eee and put 
under the general sub-head That wasso 
far as the institutions benefited, a great 
advantage, because in former years agricul- 
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tural colleges were kept to a fixed grant 
of £2,000 ; but they would now find their 
grants expanding according to the fulfil- 
ment of the conditions of the Continuation 
Code, just like any other institution. To 
explain the increase of this year from 
£45,116 to £151,116, the Committee 
would see that the general aid grant 
was £106,000. That represented the 
money which the Government thought 
it right to give to Scotland in respect of 
moneys that had been given to England 
under the English Education Bill. It was, 
however, for a half year, but England only 
had a half year in this Estimate. The way 
in which the proportions were calculated 
was according to the population of the one 
country to the other, and no doubt that 
was a fair way of calculation. Under the 
recent Education Act, there was for the 
first time a direct Imperial contribution 
to local resources for education in every 
part of England, and as that was paid out 
of Imperial taxation it was obvious that 
Scotland had to be treated in the same 
way. They took the proportion that the 
English population bore to Scotland, and, 
subtracting the grants under the Act of 
1897, they arrived at the sum to be given 
to Scotland. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
Burghs) asked whether the proportion 
was 80 to 11, the figures with which they 
had been familiar in the past. 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said 
they were for all practical purposes al- 
most identical. In 1897, when the neces- 
sitous schools and the voluntary schools 
got aid grants, the extra contribution 
was made to Scotland. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer at that time promised 
that a certain 12s. grant in the matter 
of the fee grant should be maintained 
at 12s. although the direct payment 
to Scotland was only 10s. But they 
had never needed to call upon the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer for any 
cash under these grants. The bargain 
made with the Treasury was that 
they should take this £106,000 and 
divide it by the number of children in 
average attendance, the result being that 
whereas they got the amount given based 
upon the proportion of the population, at 
the same time they kept to themselves for 
all future time the advantageof working up 
the average attendance. As that swelled, 
so would their grant swell. 
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In school attendance and school staff 
there had been satisfactory increases. 
The increased attendance was largely | 
due to the effect of the Act of 1901, 
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the actual expenditure amounted to 
, £95,139, or £39 more than the estimate. 
‘He did not think that anything in the 


way of an estimate had ever been done 


under which the school age was con-| 


siderably raised. The number of scholars 
on the register had increased from 
767,000 in 1901 to 768,000 in 1902. 
But those figures did not represent the 
full measure of the improvement. The 
average attendance would supply a much 
more crucial figure. In 1901 the 
number was 636,000 against 646,000 in 
1902, so that while the names on the 
register had increased by only 1,000 on 
767,000, the average attendance had 
increased by 10,000 on 636,000. More- 
over, the increase was entirely amongst 
the older scholars. The scholars under 
the age uf seven years had actually de- 
creased, between the ages of seven and 
ten there had been a slight increase, but 
the chief increase had been between ten 
and tourteen. This increase in the 
number of scholars had been met by an 
increased and more efficient teaching 
staff. There were 246 fewer pupil 
teachers; the uncertificated teachers 
were practically stationary; but the 
certificated teachers had increased by 
256. The number of students in train- 
ing, which had rapidly increased in 
recent years, had still further increased 
from 1,492 to 1,532. The classes in 
special subjects for teachers—such as 
drawing, elementary science, nature 


knowledge, and so forth—had been a, 


great success. In the year ended March 
31, 1902, there were .130 such courses, 
with an attendance of 5,000 teachers, 
and 169 new courses had since been 
established. In fact the development 
had been extraordinarily rapid. A 
peculiar interest attached to the figures 
in connection with the Continuation 
Class Code, because, although it was not 
a new policy, this was the first time the 
Committee had had a complete year 
under review. In this matter he might 
Say in passing that the permanent 
officials had made one of the most accu- 
rate estimatesever framed. The expenses 
under the Code were estimated at 
£95,100. There were concerned 774 
different continuation classes, 78,000 
students, four central institutions 
with 10,000 students, and forty-eight 
science schools with 4,000 students ; and 


Mr, A. Graham Murray. 


better than that. Grants had also been 
paid to three navigation schools with 
264 students, and to three agricultural 
colleges with between 400 and 500 
students. Of the total number of 
students dealt with under the Continua- 
tion Class Code, no fewer than 26,929 
were in the county of Lanark, but it was 
a matter of regret that in some of the 
outlying districts the number was 
very few. 


It might interest the Committee to 
know which of the subjects were 
most largely taken up. Arithmetic 
came first, with 10,611 students; then 
shorthand with 9,744; needlework fol- 
lowed with 9,717; while bock-keeping 
had 7,832. These classes were not neces- 
sarily conducted by certificated teachers, 
but might be taught by any approved 
person, whose qualifications had to be 
sufficiently attested, and whoseknowledge 
of special subjects had to be not merely 
theoretical but practical. In the matter 
of secondary education, it was not neces- 
sary to explain in detail] the different 
sources of supply Under the Act of 
1890, by which County Councils were 
given money which they could apply 
either to the relief of rates or to secondary 
education, the grant from the Treasury 
was £79,000 as «gainst £87,000 in 
the previous year, and the grants in 
relief of ratesand for education were 
reduced in about the same proportion, 
giving £56,000 for education as com- 
pared with £62,000 in the previous 
year. Of that £56,000 about £13,000 
was handed over to be dealt with by the 
secondary education committees in the 
counties. Then there was an education 
grant of £60,000 under the Act of 1892. 
That was assigned according to schemes 
drawn up by the education committees 
of the several counties and approved by 
the Department. Lastly, under the 
Agricultural and Local Taxation Rating 
Act, 1898, a total amount of £37,688 
was distributed by the Department 
among the various secondary schools 
not in receipt of block grants, an addi- 
tional amount being given in proportion 
to average attendance and the amount 
of burden borne by the local rates, while 
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a part of the money was reserved for 
aid to central institutions of more than 
local importance. 


The sum of £106,000 had to be distri- | 


buted by Minute. It was given inthe form 
of a general aid grant, and could be dis- 
tributed only by Minute in the same wayas 
money under the general Education Atcts; 
in other words, the Minute was merely 
a sort of addition to the Code. That 
Minute was placed on the Table of the 
House just before the Whitsuntide recess 
in order that the necessary month should 
not elapse before there was an oppor- 
tunity for discussion. The idea was to 
give a certain measure of endowment to 
schools in sparsely populated districts, to 
assist them in having an adequate teach- 
ing staff, and a bonus of £20, £30, or 
£40, was given to the smaller schools for 
providing an extra teacher or teachers. 
[t was impossible to say exactly how 
much would be required under that 


head, because it would not be known | 


until 31st December next how many 
schools had come into line to earn the 
grant. Two points, however, 
certain; first, that any school which 
came in would still be burdened loca ly 
with at least one-fourth of the expense 
of the extra teacher or teachers, so that 
the money would not be g ven without 
corresponding local effort ; and secondly, 
that so far as this scheme was concerned 


{18 JuNE 1903} 


were | 
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| diverted this money by Minute except 
| for purposes of primary education. He 
| very much doubted whether there would 
be any great wish to do otherwise, but 
| they need not trouble their heads about 
that because he supposed it was common 
ground for agreement on both sides that 
the time was very.ear when they would 
have another Scotch Education Bill— 
he hoped they were on the very eve of it 
—and given that Bill, it was quite certain 
that the whole resources of education 
would be in the melting-pot and that 
the Houses of Parliament would do what 
they pleased with them. The arrange- 
ment proposed under the Minute would, 
he believed, be found to be not only just 
but popular. 

The general policy this year would 
be very interesting. Two things had 
brought matters to a point. First 
there had been the effect of the 
Act of 1901 in prolonging the school 
existence, and then there was the fact 
that owing to the £106,000 they had 
really more money. With regard to the 
first fact the Department had been face 
| to face with the settling, so far as it 
could, of the further development of the 
_general educational policy in Scotland. 
| ‘hey had taken a great, and, he thought, 
‘crucial step in enlarging the scope of 
| higher instructionin Scotland by adding 


as auxiliaries of the Universities certain 


the idea of the Department was that | central institutions for advanced instruc- 
the sum should not exceed £25,000. | tion in technical subjects, commercial 
The rest. was distributed over the various | subjects, art, agriculture, and navigation. 





schools in the country. 


Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.) asked if all those were 
yearly sums. 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said he | 


understood that was so. He was not 
quite certain, but he would let the hon. 
Member know. Hon. Members would 
see that in spending this money under 
the Minute it would be right probably 
not to try any more ambitious proposals, 
but just to give it to all the schools 
carrying on the work of primary educa- 
tion. It was in strict accordance with 
what had been done in England, so far 
as it was a subvention from Imperial 
sources for education. This was neces- 
sarily only a temporary arrangement, 


and they could not, of course, have 


| The institutions he referred to were 
'as follows:—In Glasgow there were 
| the West of Scotland Technical College, 
(the Atheneum Commercial College, 
the Schvol of Art, and the Agricultural 
| College. In Edinburgh there were the 
Heriot - Watt College, which was both 
technical and commercial, the College 
of Agriculture, and the prospective School 
of Art. In Dundee there was the 
Technical Institute, which included both 
art and commerce. In Aberdeen there 
were Gordon’s College, which was the 
central institution for technical and 
commercial subjects. Gray’s School of 
Art, and an Agricultural Department. 
In Leith there was the School of Naviga- 
tion. All these were existing with the 
exception of the prospective School of 
Art, and he did not mean to say that, 
owing to what the Department tid 
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done, they had changed their character, 
but at any rate they were given a great 
chance, to a great extent, of changing 
it. They were formerly treated by the 
Department in precisely the same way 
as ordinary continuation classes, and 
the grant from the Department depended 
upon the number of their elementary 
students. By this new departure they 
were really encouraged rather to abandon 
the prosecution of elementary instruc- 
tion, to leave that to other agencies, and 
to develop instruction in special subjects 
to the highest pitch demanded by the 
industries and commerce of the districts. 
All these institutions were entirely under 
the management of representatives of local 
bodies, and accordingly they were now 
perfectly free to develop them upon lines 
approved of by the managers and local 
opinion. There were, of course, certain 
precautions against extravagance, but 
subject to that it was true to say that 


the grants would increase automatically | 


with the local expenditure, and accord- 
ingly, if the local authorities had sufficient 
faith in the value of these institutions 
to adequately support and develop them, 
that support would find automatically 
an extra support in the Department as 
they went along. 

It was, of course, to be kept in view 
that these institutions, if they were 
ever to attain to their full development 
and to occupy kindred positions to 
the positions institutions of the same 
character occupied abroad, there must 
be provision made in the primary 
and secondary schools for suitable pre- 
paration to allow pupils to avail them- 
selves of these institutions adequately. 
Hitherto and in old times probably the 
only and perfectly legitimate aim of the 
secondary schools was to prepare for 
admission to the Universities, but now if 
this arrangement was to bea successthere 
must be a further aim super-added—viz., 
in certain cases not to prepare for the 
University but for technical instruction 
in the various classes of institutions. 
Accordingly there had been instituted by 
the Department special commercial and 
technical certificates to encourage such 
preparation in secondary schools as was 
fit for introduction into these institutions. 
It was similar when they came to the 
higher departments in the primary 
schools, There again in old times their 


Mr. A. Graham Murray. 
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only idea was to prepare for the Uni- 
versities. Of course, the very last thing 
that the Department wished to do was 
in any way to discourage that. They 
would be very sorry indeed if those 
who would naturally go to the Univer- 
sities should be hampered in the pre- 
limigary training which they had been 
used to get and which they still thought 
should be fostered and encouraged. At 
the same time that ought not to be the 
only position in which a student should 
find himself. They were not only giving 
these institutions an opportunity to 
develop themselves, but they would now 
have pupils remaining at the primary 
schools for some time after the time 
when, under ordinary conditions, they 
could obtain a merit certificate, and 
the question of course was: What were 
they to do? With a view to that 
certain supplementary courses had been 
established. His noble friend at the 
bead of the Department madea speech at 
| Leith in February in which he not 
| ambiguously sketched out the develop- 
|ment that his policy was to take. 
| Following upon that, circular 374 was 
| sent out, and the greatest pains were taken 
‘that it should be most widely dissemin- 
ated; and this again was followed by the 
‘introduction in the Code of the changes 
‘that were there sketched. It pointed 
out that while it was absolutely desirable 
‘that boys going to the Universities 
/should have proper training, as they 
|had had previously, yet they must not 
_sacrifice$ the whole of the children jor 
one or two advanced boys. Therefore 
it devoted itself to the discussion of 
the problem, what should they do with 
the children who were kept at school 
under the Act of 1901 after they had 
come to the end of the whole of their 
school curriculum, and who at-the same 
time were not, as a matter of fact, going 
to the Universities. What they thought 
was that it would be unfortunate if a 
boy had to go over the work he had 
been doing before. At the same time 
none knew better than those interested 
in education that when children 
went away from school very young 
they forgot what they had learned, and 
the object of the view put forward in 
this circular was that, instead of being 
given entirely new work they should 
rather be instructed from what might 
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be called the applied point of view, and | 
‘shown in a practical way the actual uses 

in the ordinary processes of life of what | 
they had learned. 

If the boys were gcing to take up 
a University course, or some other 
class of training, there were special 
curricula to fit them for the walks 
in which they were entering. Upon 
that he desired to read somebody 
else’s testimony and not that of the 
Education Department. There was a! 
Report issued from the Merchants’ Hall, 
Edinburgh, dated 11th June, 1903, in 
which attention was called to the fact. 
that, since the issue in 1900 of the 
Report of a Joint Committee representing 
the Edinburgh Merchant Company and 
the Chambers of Commerce of Edin- 
burgh and Leith, the Act of 1901 had 
extended the compulsory age to four- 
teen. Then the Report proceeded in 
the following terms :— 


‘* The period dating back to the Report has 
also been marked by many signs of activity 
on the part of the Scotch Education Depart- 
ment. Their Lordships have been devoting 
much attention to the subject of commercial 
education, and their zeal and interest are 
shown by changes made or foreshadowed in 
connection with their schemes for the award of 
group certificates, with the object of marking 
in a definite manner the stage of education 
reached by a pupil on leaving school. The 
certificates referred to are—(l) the Merit, 
(2) the [ntermediate, (3) the Commercial, and 
(4) the Leaving. A few words of explanation 
may be given in regard to each for your 
guidance in selecting candidates for 
apprenticeships in your business. 


“(1) The Merit Certificate is granted for 
proficieacy in the three elementary subjects— 
reading, writing, and arithmetic. A pupil 
may pass .the qualifying examination for it 
as soon after he reaches twelve as he has 
attained the necessary proficiency. He must, 
however, continue at school until, as above 
mentioned, he has attained the age of fourteen. 
After passing the examination he may enter 
on a commercial course, and on leaving school 
he will obtain a Merit Certificate, which will 
specify the date that he passed the examina- 
tion, and the value put upon his attainments 
in the subsequent commercial course, so far 
as these adinit of specific mention. 


“(2) The Intermediate Certificate is 
primarily intended for pupils whoare taking 
secondary subjects, but do not remain long 
enough at school to reach the standard of the 
Leaving Certificate proper. The minimum 
age at which the Intermediate Certificate may 
be obtained is fifteen. It indicates that the 
holder has been receiving higher instruction at 
a recognised school for not less than two years, 
and that he has reached a certain degree of 
attainment in the following range of subjects— 
viz., English, arithmetic, and elementary 


| specially welcomed by business men. 
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mathematics, two languages other than 
English, or one language with science and 
drawing. One of the subjects must be passed 
on the higher grade or standard ; the rest may 
be on the lower grade. 


‘¢(3) The Commercial Certificate which the 

Department propose to institute rs be 
t is 
intended to restrict it to pupils of not less than 
sixteen years of age, who, generally speaking, 
have satisfied the requirements of the Inter- 
mediate Certificate, and have subsequently 
studied at least one complete year in a special 
commercial course. In this course it is pro- 
posed that the principal subject of instruction 
should be a modern Janguage other than 
Eoglish, with, in addition, commercial arith- 
metic, book-keeping, shorthand, and com- 
mercial histury and geography. 

“(4)The Leaving Certificate. —This certificate 
is designed to mark the completion of a full 
course of secondary educatiou, and is only 
granted to applicants who have been receiving 
higher instru:tion at a recognised school for 
not less than four years. It is not attainable 
by boys of less age than seventeen, and indicates 
primarily ripeness for University studies.” 


Therefore, they were bound to look at 
the whole matter, because the two 
things, although in one sense having 
nothing to do with each other, were yet 
linked together in a general scheme. 
The leaving certificatetook with it at least 
one of the ancient languages. He would 
remind the Committee that unless a 
student had one ancient language the 
University would not take him. I[f he 
wished commercial or technical instruc- 
tion then he could either content himself 
with the intermediate certificate or take 
a full commercial certificate, and in either 
of these cases he could go on to the higher 
and specialised institutions which he had 
mentioned. He hoped the Committee 
would recognise that in these matters 
the Department had made an effort to 
meet the requirements of the case, but, 
of course, it was not claimed for one 
moment that there was finality in the 
arrangement. It was at any rate a well 
thought out and co-ordinated scheme of 
education, and he hoped that in any 
larger scheme which might be brought 
out under enactment, or otherwise, it 
would at least not be necessary to retrace 
the steps which had already been taken. 
He ought to mention one subject which 
was worthy of notice. If hon. Members 
would look at Section 11 of the Report 
they would see that a great deal had 
been done in connection with the 
Museum in Edinburgh. It had been in 
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many ways improved and greater advan- 
tage had been taken of it for the 
purposes to which it ought to be applied. 
In connection with this matter he would 
point out, what was not generally known, 
that at the Museum they had now the 
headquarters of the Department in 
Edinburgh. The members of the 
Department and the Secretary him- 
self hoped to be more frequently there 
in the future than in the past, and 
they looked to that office as the natural 
meeting place between them and persons 
in Scotland who were interested in these 
matters, and who had not the oppor- 
tunity of meeting them in London. 

The only other matter to which he de- 
sired to refer was one which did not bear 
directly on the Estimates, but was con- 
nected with the work of.the Department. 
He could not sit down without saying a 
word upon the very valuable Report 
obtained this year from the Commission 
on Physical Training. He did not know 


how far that Report was familiar to hon. | 


If it was not, he could only 
commend it to them as exceedingly 
interesting reading. He thought it 
really opened up a new vista in regard 
to this and other aspects of school life. 
The statistics given in the Report were 
not only very interesting, but in some 
respects startling. They touched not 
only the question of town and country 
life, but they touched very directly 
certain aspects of the housing problem. 
So far as the schools were concerned he 
thought they indicated a new avenue of 
usefulness connected with the medical 
inspection of children. The Report 
showed the importance of medical inspec- 
tion in connection with the question of 
physical development. Of course the 
various recommendations contained in 
the Report were naturally engaging the 
very serious attention of the Department. 
Hon. Members were probably aware 
that in the meantime the Department 
had not been idle, because at this very 
moment there was a Joint Committee 
sitting, composed of representatives of the 
Scotch Department and the English 
Department, with the view of framing 
some sort of model scheme for physical 
training in the various schools. The 
whole subject was replete with interest, 
and_ if the Scotch Estimates were dreary, 
he thought he could do nothing better 


Mr. A. Graham Murray. 


Members. 
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[than assure hon. Members that they 
'would find the reading of the Report 
|a very profitable occupation. 

| 

| 

| *Mr. THOMAS SHAW said that he 
‘had the greatest pleasure in assenting 
upon the last point made by his right 
/hon. and learned friend, and part, also, 
from the merits of the recommendations 
|of the Commissioners. There was one 
feature with regard to the Report on 
| Physical Training which was well worthy 
of notice, and that was the despatch with 
which the proceedings of the Commis 
'sion had been carried out. The thanks 
of that House were due to the noble 
Chairman and to the members of the Com- 
mission for the rapidity with which they 
had presented their Report. He hoped 
his right hon. and learned friend 
‘had not thought it out of place when 
he asked whether the circular numbered 
374 had been sent to Members of Parlia- 
ment. He complained last year of the 
manner in which information upon 
matters relating to Scotch education was 
communicated, and he thought he had 
almost extracted a promise from the 
Government that there should be some 
sort of improvement in that matter on the 
part of the Scotch Education Depart- 
ment. At present they had to go 
through a labyrinth ot Minutes and 
counter Minutes. Minutes were issued, 
and they were followed after a certain 
interval by fresh Minutes which not 
only added important substantive infor- 
mation, but repealed preceding Minutes. 
In these circumstances it was altogether 
out of the question that Members of 
Parliament should be left to wade 
through these Minutes which deleted 
here and added there. They ought to 
be saved that labour by the Department 
addressing itself to the issue of a single 
volume which would make clear the 
| position of matters to those interested in 
Scotch education. He was very glad 
indeed to tender his cordial thanks to his 
right hon. and learned friend for the 
=— he had made. He was also 
glad that the proceedings on the 
Scotch education debate had begun 
'by what was inthe nature of a Budget 
| statement upon which they might 
go. He said that with all the more 
frankness because -—he was sure he was 
expressing the feelings of every Scotch 
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Member—they might look now upon 
the Minute of the 28th May as of a 
merely temporary character. It appeared 
to him that if it had been other than 
temporary it would have _ involved 
principles of the most dangerous 
character on the administration of the 
equivalent grant. Even as a temporary 
arrangement for one year it was a most 
unfortunate step to take—to fling this 
money at the heads of the school 
managers in Scotland and tell them to 
do what they liked with it. They would 
regard it as manna descending from 
heaven, as gold coming, not from local 
resources, but from the Imperial Ex- 
chequer, and they would simply use it 
for the relief of the rates, and education 
would not be benefited to the extent of 
one penny. 


His right hon. and learned friend 


had presented a very interesting con- | 
|anterior to 1872. 


trast between the situation in Scot- 


land educationally this year with that of | 


This Minute, involving on the 


last year. 
the distribution of over 


one hand 


| the teaching profession. 


£200,000, and on the other the anticipa- | 
tion that there might be radical changes | 


in the school system of Scotland in a 
very short time, induced him to ask the 
House to take a wider survey of the 
exact situation at this stage. They had 
now had thirty years experience of 
popular education in Scotland, and 


before this Minute came into operation | 


they were entitled to ask whether the 
results of the system instituted in 1872 
were not such as to justify the ap- 
proval of the whole country. He con- 
fessed that if it were not that human 
nature was so constituted that, unless a 
subject was a matter of contention, the 
interest in that subjéct dwindled down, 
the figures presented would be of the 
greatest interest. He wished it to appear 
in the records of Parliament that this was 
how the matter stood as between 1872 
and 1902. In thirty years this was the 
change which had come over the face of 
Scotland educationally. They must 
remember that there had been an 
increase of the population in that country 
during that time. In 1872 the population 
numbered 3,395,802, and in 1902 it had 
risen to 4,521,192, or an increase of over 
30 per cent. Tested by that rise what 
had happened in the educational system 
of their country ? During that time, 
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leading up to the Minute now under con- 
sideration, what had been the increase in 
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the school accommodation? In 1872 
there was accommodation for 281,688 


scholars ; and in 1902 it had risen to 
916,000, or an increase in thirty years, 
not of 30 per cent. as in population, but 
of no less than 230 per cent. The 
average attendance, he admitted, was, as 
the Lord Advocate had said, a better test 
than school accommodation. It was, in 
1872, 213,000, and in 1901 it had risen to 
642,000 scholars—an increase of about 
200 per cent. Now, people in high 
quarters sometimes told them that they 
must not ascribe too much to the School 
Board system in Scotland, for it was the 
successor of a long anterior and popular 
system ; but he was contrasting exactly 
the situation in which they found them- 
selves with a modern popular and repre- 
sentative system as compared with the 
old system of _heritors’ management 


There was another feature which he 
wished to deal with, and that was as to 
Here he might 
say that, even contrasted with England, 
the figures of Scotch progress were strik- 
ing in the highest degree. The number 
of assistant teachers, pupil teachers, and 
King’s scholars, taken together, seemed 
not to have increased in any higher ratio 
than the population; but when they 
came to what all would admit was the 
best guarantee for efficient instruction, 
the number of certificated teachers, the 
figures were most remarkable and would 
be gratifying to any educational institute 
in the world. In 1872 the number of 
certificated teachers was 2,566; in 1902 
it had risen to 11,524, being an increase 
of no less than 350 per cent. He 
was bound to say that when one looked 
at these figures, and thought of how 
Scotland wassituated as to vast distances— 
a slender population with great difficulties 
in many districts of communication of 
one part with another—one could not but 
be gratified that the tradition of Scottish 
education had not only remained at its 
old height but had inereased in such a 
manner as he had described. The increase 
in the number of certificated teachers 
in Scotland would favourably compare,and 
that ina striking degree, with that in Eng- 
land. He now came to the question of how 
the teachers had been financed under popu- 


lar government. Their position was, on 
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the whole, gratifying ; because in 1872 the 
average salary of a schoolmaster, whether 
principal or assistant, was £101 6s. 7d., 
and it had risen during the thirty 
years to £146 Os. 1ld. The average 
salary of a school mistress was, 
in 1872, £55 14s. 2d., and was now 
£72 6s. 3d. In fact, the salaries of the 
school masters, school mistresses, and 
assistants had increased by no less than 
45 per cent. during that period. Might 
he just review these figures in brief ? 
While the population of Scotland in 
thirty years had increased 30 per cent., 
the salaries of the teachers had increased 
45 per cent., the school accommodation 
had increased by 230 per cent., the school 
attendance by 200 per cent., and the 
number of certificated teachers in actual 
employment in Scotland by 350 per cent. 
He held that that was a situation which 
ought to stand on their records as one 
with which the Scotch Members were 
highly gratified, and one which enabled 
them to say that the School Board system 
of Scotland—a system of representative 
and popular management by those who 
were intimately acquainted with the 
wants of the various localities—had been 
amply justified by results. During these 
thirty years they had had in every 
locality in Scotland a class of men brought 
up on this matter of education. He said 
so in view of many debates in the House. 
He did not think that the benefit to a 
country like Scotland could be over- 
estimated, that in every part of it, from 
the Shetland Islands to the Solway Firth, 
they could pick out men who, from long 
experience, had been inured and trained 
in this good work of education. These 
men had been friends of education and 
had vastly improved it. Thanks to the 
Scotch Education Department, he believed 
that, on the whole, the people of Scotland 
were highly satisfied with their educa- 
tional system. 


The ground of primary education 
had been entirely covered, and in 
these circumstances all he had said, or 
was permitted to say, was that he should 
look with the greatest dislike and dis- 
relish upon any proposal to radically 
alter a system under which Scotland had 
so infinitely benefited. As to the Scotch 
Office he had no fear. He had no fear 


of his noble friend who was at the head of | 
get the benefit of this grant ; and they 


the Scotch Office. But there were two 


things which he did not like which | 
Mr. Thomas Shaw. 


| were suggested by this Minute of 28th 


May. His noble friend was a member 
of a Government the record of whose 
achievements in education was one 
which no Scotsman liked. As to the 
result with regard to primary educa- 


tion, the ground had been covered ; but | 


with regard to secondary education, it 
was there, and there alone, that there 
was any confusion or need for specific 
assistance from the Department. Ail 
misapprehension should be removed from 
the public mind on that subject. In 
certain quarters the fallacy seemed to 
have been propagated, by some curious 
process, that secondary and_ technical 
education was the work of the County 
Councils, and that primary education was 
the work of the School Boards. That 
was an utter delusion. The School Boards 
of Scotland had taken up the honoured 
system which permitted them to handle 
not only primary but secondary educa- 
tion ; and, to put it in a word, the Cocker- 
ton judgment would have been absolutely 
impossible in Scotland. NoScotch Judge 
would have been asked to settle the 
problem of when a child was not a child. 
That had been done year after year by 
the School Board with the approval of 
the Scotch Education Department and of 
the people of Scotland under the existing 
statute for the last thirty years. The 
finance of the matter illustrated that 
very clearly. There was directly paid to 
the School Boards of Scotland the sum of 
£800,000 per annum. There was indirectly 
paid through the County Council and the 
Borough Committees the sum of £139,000. 
That indirect payment filtered through 
the county bodies, which mainly controlled 
Scottish technical education only in the 
sense of being the paymasters through 
whom the funds from the Exchequer 
reached the managing bodies and the 
School Boards. So far as he hal been able 
to judge Scottish opinion on education, the 
one note of dissatisfaction with regard to 
the financing of secondary education was 
that the County and Borough Councils, 
which received money to the amount of 
£79,000 this year, did not hand itall over 
for educational purposes, but abstracted, 
so to speak, £23,000 for the relief of the 
rates. That was a matter against which 
Scottish Members had protested year 
after year. They wanted education to 


wanted the power now exercised by the 
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local authorities in the manner he had 
mentioned stopped. 
of taking a body, which was not ad hoc 
but had general wants, and entrusting it 
with money which was ad hoc. In such 
cases it would always be found that in 
the process of transmission something was 
retained by the local authorities, with the 
result that the funds for education were 
to that extent depleted. In the latest 
Blue-book it was stated that the total 
amount of the residue grant was £79,000, 
of which only £56,000 was allocated for 
the purpose of technical education. Not 


only had the local authorities power to. 


impound a portion of the amount, but 
they had power to impound the whole of 
it. That was a system which he did not 
think would receive sympathy in any 
quarter of the House. Ifa fund was to 
be devoted to education it should be spent 
on education, and the local authorities 
should not be ina position in which they 
could, as a matter of right, impound part 
or the whole of the fund for local purposes 
of their own, and to that extent deplete 
the educational exchequer. 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said 
that that only applied to sums under the 
Act of 1890. 


*Mr. THOMASSHA W said he admitted 
that. Theothersum was asum of £60,000 
which had been dealt with specifically by 
Parliament, and must be expended on 
education. What they wanted, in short, 


was to have one fund under the same | 
fixed rule as the other, and make the’ 


whole amount available for education. 
With regard to the Minute it affected 
a sum of £212,000 per annum. He 
thought some of them could look back 
with not a little gratification upon the 
battle they had fought in past years with 
regard to the money due to Scotland for 
educational purposes. Year after year 


they had fought the question as 
question of the right of Seotland, 
whether by equivalent grant, or by 


other means, to get adequate treatment 
relative to the amount spent in England 
on education. In an interesting debate 
on that subject on the 10th May, 1901, 
he himself took a prominent part in 
urging on the House to consider the 
question from the point of view of 
the rights of Scotland educationally, in 


view of the large grants given to educa- | 


tion in England. Many of them thought 


It was the old story | 


al 
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| that the then Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was a man of hard heart with regard to 
| Scotland ; bus the right hon. Gentleman 
| was defended by the Lord Advocate, and 
| the Scottish Members struggled in vain. 
|He was not now speaking by way of 
‘complaint. He was speaking in terms of 
extreme gratification, because the argu- 
ments they had used year after year had, 
like water dropping on a rock, at last 
worn away the obstacles against which 
they had to contend. He himself on that 
occasion said— 

“How was the argument that they were 
entitled to that large sum met. It was met 
by the statement ot the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to the effect that first of all the 
equivalent grant would disappear, and that 
Scotland need look no more for aid under that 
head.” 

His right hon. friend answered him on 
that occasion as follows— 

‘Tt was said that the proper way was to 
make an arithmetical calculation and to give 
eleven-eighteenths of the amount given to 
England to Scotland. It was said that there 
were precedents for this ; but the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer never admitted the principle 
of this claim, holding, on the contrary, that 
the principle of the equivalent grant in the 
matter of education was perfectly absurd.” 
What was “absurd” then was now 
'seen to be sound sense. They had 

now got an equivalent in the sense 

that they received an amount in pro- 
portion to the population of Scotland 
|as compared with the population of 
England. They had struggled for years 
for that ; and he sincerely congratulated 
the Government, or rather the Scotch 
Department, on having been able to 
obtain from the present Chancellor of the 
Exchequer an arrangement which un- 
fortunately they had failed for so many 
years to accomplish. Under that Minute 
Scotland was to have £212,000 per 
annum. The amount this year which 
was to be devoted to remedying the 


anderstaffed condition of the smaller 
schools (an object with which he 
‘sympathised) was to be trifling’ His 


right hon. friend, with all the official 
information at his command, estimated 
it at only £25,000. Whatever other 
non. Members might think, he was 
cntirely in favour of the provision in the 
Minute for increasing the staffs of small 
schools in remote localities so as to enable 
them to furnish proper education irre- 
spective of their distance from well 
equipped centres. But when he came to 
the second head of the Minute they were 
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indeed in a very serious position. 
found that a substantial balance, amount- 
ing to nearly £200,000, was to be dis- 
tributed to School Boards and school 
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technical education. They wanted 


‘evening schools and advanced classes 
/on special subjects more particularly 


managers in respect of day schools under | 


their management which were on the list 
of schools conditionally entitled to share 
in the Parliamentary grant for education. 
Why should any of this money go to 
school managers of voluntary schools? 
They got very special treatment only a 
few years ago; and at the present 


noticed in the educational Minutes. 
The time had come also when they 
ought to make large allowances for the 
purpose of building and properly equip- 
ping technical schools in Scotland. In 
many parts these were urgently needed, 


| but the local authorities were debarred 


moment they were enjoying the prefer- | 


ential treatment of a capitation grant 
of 3s. per scholar. In the second place, 
why should the Minute propose a limit 
as to the day schools? He should have 
thought that one of the very best things 


that School Boards could do would be to | 
encourage the system of evening continua- | 


tion schools. Perhaps there might be an 
explanation on that head; if so, he should 
be glad to hear it. He should have 
thought that the best way of proceeding 
would have been to hold the balance of 
the fund for a year until it could be 
distributed under a settled and fixed 
scheme. If it once got into the clutches, 
so to speak, of the local authorities, he 
feared there would be very considerable 
grumbling when they changed to another 
form of distribution. The education of 
Scotland ought to be protected by this 
Minute in so far as the distribution of 
that sum was concerned ; and he hoped 
that a statement would go forth as the 
deliverance of the Government that this 
was a temporary arrangement only, and 
that in future local taxes would not be 
relieved from a fund which should be 
devoted to education. Otherwise, they 
would hereafter be met by grumbling 
and statements that they were dis: 
locating local finance. 


He regretted that, even with the infor- 
mation available, the Government did 
not treat more specifically the whole 
system of technical and secondary educa- 
tion in Scotland. They wanted a further 
allowance in the shape of distance grants. 
Under the county schemes they had a 
most admirable system of distance grants 
under which pupiis from remote districts 
went to various centres, and, with the 
assistance of those grants, were en- 
couraged to pursue the higher branches 
of education. He had hoped that 
would be extended 
Minute. 


such a scheme 


and enforced under the new 


Mr. Thomas Shaw 


from establishing them owing to the 
enormous cost of equipping and estab- 
lishing them. Specific grants for this 
purpose appeared for some reason 
to have ceased in 1886, and con- 
sequently the local authorities had been 
in the habit of borrowing, and had 
incurred a large indebtedness, and the 
fear of that operation not unnaturally 
deterred them from undertaking this 
necessary preliminary of a sound modern 
system of technical education. Galashiels 
might in all probability have had most 
excellent technical schools if it had not 
had to face such an expenditure and 
borrow money for them. One excellent 
publie-spirited citizen would have given 
the ground for them, but the capital 
sum required for buildings and equip- 
ment could not be faced. He hoped 
the House would assist the Depart- 
ment by some expression of opinion 
in favour of the resumption of a capital 
grant, because since !886 it was quite 
clear that the general opinion in Scotland 
was that a further improvement and 
development in the direction of technical 
education was most desirable. This was 
not a local matter. It was a national 
matter for Scotland. He had an instance 
in his mind which would illustrate that 
and give it pointand luminosity. One 
f his most sagacious friends. a manu- 
facturer, de-tined his three sons for his 
own business. He had them well 
trained in this country in the primary 
stages of education, but when he had to 
train them for his business, according to 
his ideas of what was best in the com- 
mercial and manufacturing world, what 
had he to do? He sent his eldest son 
to Creield, near Dusseldorf, to one of the 
best technical schools in Europe, to learn 
weaving; he sent his second son to 
Zimbach, in Saxony, to learn hosiery 
knitting; and his third to Verviers, in 
Belgium, to learn what was best in wool 
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and yarn spinning. In order that his 
sons should be technically trained in his 
own trade in Scotland they had to be sent 
out of Scotland. He cited the case to 


| of that recommendation. 


| 


Revenue Depts. Estimates. 1346 


But. granted 


they had a perfected system of physica! 


‘exercises. and legislation for the regular 


show that a great deal had yet to be_ 


done in the direction of technical educa- 
tion for Scotland. and he hoped no 
Government would be content to have 
for Scotland anything but the best the 
world could produce in the way of edu- 
cation. He looked forward to the time 
when, instead of our sending our 
children to other countries of Europe to 
be educated, the people of Europe and 
America would send their children to us 
to obtain the most advanced forms of 
technical instruction, 


*Mr. SHAW-STEWART (Renfrewshire, 
E.) said he desired to dwell for a few 
moments on the Report of the Royal 
Commission on Physical Training, of 
which he had been a member. Physical 
exercises might be divided into two 
branches: the first physical exercises in 
the school, and the second games and re- 
creation outside. The second part would 
depend on local and voluntary effort, 
but with regard to the provision for 
physical ex rcises in the school they 


would be glad to hear a little more with | 


regard to the skilled Committtee now 
sitting. and they desired to be assured 
that the Department would see that 
the ‘ Model Course” that the “skilled” 
Committee would draw up should be cir- 
culated throughout the country. But 
physical training could not be extended 
in all kinds of Schools without some 
carefully organised system of feeding 
the children. They could not call 
upon the pupils of the schools to 
undergo a systematic and increased course 


of physical training without being assured | 


that they were sufficiently nourished to 
benefit by such training. It wasa difficult 
problem, because in any provision that 
was made for the feeding of the children 
they must be careful not to interfere 
with parental responsibility. Much had 
been done by voluntary and charitable 
effort, but they ought not to depend 
on such chances. An authority should 
provide the mid-day meal. healthful and 
sufficient, to be paid for in fees by the 
parents of the children to be benefited. 
He hoped before the debate concluded 


many voices would be raised in favour | 


and good feeding of the children. the 
evidence and the Report called loudly 
for a system of medical inspection. The 
Commission specialiy examined 1,200 
children, from which examination various 
serious facts were adduced. Those facts 
were full of warning, but, on the other 
hand, if proper steps were taken to carry 
out the recommendations of the Report. 
the situation was full of hope. The Com- 
mission proposed that the medical 
Officers of counties and boroughs should 
be appointed as consulting officers to the 
school authorities, their remuneration 
being paid out of Imperial funds to the 
extent of, say, £100 a year each, the 
amount varying according to the popu- 
lation and area. That also would require 
legislation. It was further proposed that 
district medical officers should be 
appointed to visit and report on the 
condition of the schools, to report on the 
condition of the pupils, and to certify as 
to infectious illness, such officers working 
with and being paid by the schoc! 
authorities, helped perhaps by grants-in- 
aid. There should also be sub-inspectors. 


THE DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN reminded 
the hon. Member that matters requiring 
special legislation could not be discusse: 
on the Estimates. 


*Mr. SHAW-STEWART remarked 
that he had come to the last of the 
points requiring special legislation, but 
there were one or two matters of import 
ance which were purely Departmental. 
If there was to be a thorough and 
universal system of physical training it 
had been abundantly proved that that 
training could best be given by the 
teachers themselves. But in order that 
the teachers should be able to give the 
instruction efficiently, it was necessary 
that they should be properly trained, and 
it was hoped that the Department would 
in future require that all teachers should 
go through a course of, and obtain a 
certificate for, physical training before 
they were admitted as teachers in any 
school. It was also recommended that 
there should be appointed by ani! 
attached to the Department, a special 
physical training inspection stafl who, 
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by scientific advice, would be able’ 
practically to aid the Department | 
in setting up this national system | 
of physical training. He hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would be able 
to assure the Committee that such a 
staff would be appointed. 


Mr. DOUGLAS said that one 
reason why no_ sensitional interest 
attached to Scotch education debates 
was that the Scotch Members held 
the simple creed that they believed 
in the Education Department. There 
were no public servants more efficient or 
devoted than the permanent officials of 
that Department. He desired, how- 
ever, to call attention to a certain 
weakness in the administrative work of. 
the office arising from the inadequacy of 
the consultation with Scotch opinion. 
One or two matters had come before the 
Committee in the course of the sitting 
which suggested that advantage might 
well be taken of a more organised system 
of consulting educational opinion in 
Scotland. There was, for instance, 
Cireular 340, dealing with the 
subject of languages. It was of vital 
importance that nothing should be 
done which would in any way reduce 
the functions which secondary education 
discharged in leading up to the Univer- 
sity, and providing tor the tests which , 
the University properly imposed. On 
the other hand, it was undeniable that 
a most undesirable feeling had been 
created that less importance attached to 
modern languages than to Latin, and the | 
whole teaching profession of Scotland 
was united in condemning the particular 
methods by which the object in view 
had been sought. There was no lack of | 
desire to make secondary education an | 
effective avenue to the University, but | 
it was desired that modern languages | 
should continue to hold a place in the | 
public estimation which would render | 
them attractive subjects of study. | 
Much difficulty in this matter might | 
have been averted had there been full | 
and deliberate consultation beforehand 
with persons interested in teaching. | 


There was also Circular 374, with the | 
object of which he deeply sympathised. 
No doubt the Department was placed in 
considerable difficulty when, by legisla- 
tion favoured by the Government, but | 


Mr. Shaw-Stewart. 
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initiated by a private Member, a large 
number of children were put in a 
position which, for the time being, was 


absolutely paradoxical, and had to be 


dealt with. While he hoped that nothing 
would be done to delay the progress of. 
the secondary education of those who 
were going to take the full course, it 
was obvious that the great majority of. 
children between the ages of twelve and 
fourteen could not be asked to lose in 
useless studies one and a-half years of 
their time in the interests of the com- 
paratively small number who were able 
to take secondary instruction. On the 
other hand, the circular and the code, 
excellent as their objects were, had been 
so devised that there was great difficulty 
in carrying them out. In this instance, 
it was clear that there had not been 
adequate consultation beforehand with 
those who were responsible for the 
conduct of the work and knew the con- 
ditions under which it had to be carried 


| on. 


Nobody was better able to speak 
on School Board administration in 
Scotland than Miss Flora Stephenson, 
Chairman of the Edinburgh School 
Board, and she had said that— 

“Recently there had come into the Depart 
ment a spirit of change, which manifested 
itself in the issue of circulars in such bewilder- 
ing number that it was difficult for ordinary 
mortals like School Board members and. 
teachers to keep pace with the new regulations. 
Each circular modified or explained the one 
that had gone before. She suggested very 
humbly that ‘My Lords’ should give the School. 
Board time to carry out one set of regulations 
and see how it worked before they overturned 
it by another.” 

That was surely a very simple demand. 
Miss Stephenson also expressed regret: 
that— 

“The Department had ceased to communi- 
cate to the Board the full reports of the 
inspectors, which were of enormous help 
in enabling the Board to judge of the efficiency 
of each department of their schools.” 

Those statements, with the other cir- 
cumstances to which he had referred, 
suggested a want of close and constant 
consultation between the Education De- 
partment and the local administrators. 
Yet another illustration was to be found 
in the Minute of 28th May, dealing with 
the general grant in aid. As to the 
grants to small schools, he hoped there 
would be little difference of opinion 
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All would approve of the intention of 
bringing the small schools up to a 
proper level of efficiency, and every in- 
ducement should be offered to that end. 
He thought it was most unfortunate 
that pupil teachers should be employed 
in those small schools. It was unfortun- 
ate both for the pupils and the teachers, 
because they were not really receiving 
the kind of training and preparation 
which would be given them in large 
schools. Then there was the question of 
the position of the small schools which 
came below the ievel at which two 
masters could be employed. In the 
Highlands there was a strong case for 
considering whether further advantages 
could not be given to small schools. He 
thought it should be the object of the 
Committee to do all that was possible to 
advance education in a part of the 
country which he thought was not 
inferior to any other part of Scotiand for 
obtaining good educational results. 
They might do something in the way of 
providing means of transport to schools 
which were farther away. 


With reference to the second part of this 
grant he found himself in full accord with 
his hon. friend the Member for Hawick 
Burghs. He thought this was a most 
unfortunate disposition of the money, 
and some other way out of the difficulty 
ought to have been found. In view of 
the prospect of a very much overdue 
reconstitution of educational work in 
Scotland he thought this was particularly 
unfortunate. He trusted that by what 
the right hon. Gentieman had said he 
meant that this money would not be 
permanently earmarked for elementary 
education, but that it would be used to the 
utmost educational benefit for all pur- 
poses. The right hon. Gentleman said he 
believed this to be a very popular distri- 
bution of the money, but he had heard 
that it was most popular amongst those 
who cared least for education. He 
thought that after full consultation had 
been held with the people of Scotland, 
who knew most about educational ad- 
ministration, it would be found that this 
was not the direction in which they 
thought the money could best be dis- 
posed of even for a time. He was glad 
to hear that the Scottish Education De- 
partment had taken to itself a local 
habitation’ in Scotland. They all agreed 
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that the more of this work they could 
find it possible to do in Scotland the 
better Scotch opinion would be pleased 
and the better would Scotch interests 
be served. He welcomed this departure 
and hoped a considerable advance might 
be made in this respect. He also 
approved of the purpose for which this 
partial removal had taken place, which 
was the intention of holding closer and 
fuller consultation with the persons he 
had named. He hoped that Scotch 
educational opinion might in the future, 
as inthe past, be allowed to express itself 
clearly. He congratulated the right 
hon. Gentleman upon the gratifying 
statement he had made. 


Sm JOHN GORST (Cambridge 
University) said he should not he 
so rash as to plunge into a general 
discussion on the Scotch Estimates. 
He had always been accustomed to 
look at education in Scotland with a 
considerable degree of admiration, be- 
cause in Scotland the Education Acts 
appeared to have worked so smoothly, 
and so much satisfactory progress appeared 
to have been made. He was particularly 
struck with the statement about the 
number of certified teachers engaged in 
education as compared with the other 
teachers. The matter he wished to call 
attention to was one which concerned 
English schools just as much as Scottish 
schools, although the facts related en- 
tirely to Seottish children, and, perhaps, 
he would not be in order in dealing with 
this subject upon the English Estimates. 
What he wanted to call attention to was 
the enormous waste of public money 
spent upon education when the children 
were not fit to receive the instruction 
which was provided for them at so much 
cost. There was little use in Parliament 
and School Boards providing money for 
education unless they got into the schools 
children who were physically fit to 
receive instruction, and who could give 
some satisfactory return for the money 
expended upon them. 

As regarded Scottish children a 
lurid light had been thrown upon 
the condition of affairs by the report 
of the Royal Commission on Physical 
Education in Scotland, and it was to 
that matter he wished to draw atten- 
tion. That Commission came to the 
very wise conclusion in the early part of 

2Z 
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its inquiry, that before it could make | mondsey, or inthe poor parts south of 


any recommendations to Parliament as 
to the instruction to be given in Scottish 
schools it was necessary to make some 


| 
| 


the Thames. They were struck by the 
extraordinary thinness of body and 
generally underfed condition of the boys. 


investigation in regard to the physical | He was told that people who had seen 
condition of the children. After examin- | London children were struck in exactly 
ing the various districts and the available | the same way. It was found that of 
information they appointed a small Sub- | 150 children in North Canongate school 


Commission, consisting of two very emi- 
nent doctors, Dr. Mackenzie and Professor 
MatthewHay. ThisSub-Commission was 
entrusted with the duty of taking a 
sample of Scottish children and reporting 
as to the nature of that sample. 
addressed themselves with extreme ability 
to their task, and he recommended hon. 
Members who had not already done so to 
read their report. They arranged to 
take a sample of children from 600 
schools in Aberdeen, 300 boys and a 
similar number of girls. They also took 
the same number in Edinburgh and sub- 
mitted the children to a careful examina- 
tion. They took these samples with very 
great care out of the Board Schools in 
various parts of those towns, so many 
from each, and they took them by lot or 
chance so as to get a fair sample of 
Edinburgh and Aberdeen children. The 
Commission seemed to have come to the 
conclusion that Aberdeen children were a 
fair sample of the children of the rural 
parts and the smaller and healthier towns 
of Scotland, and that the Edinburgh 
children were a fair sample of Glasgow, 
Dundee, and Edinburgh children. But 
the Edinburgh children were not entirely 
satisfactory. 
they found in poor health 5 per cent. of 
the whole number examined. In Edin- 
burgh, however, the total in poor 
health was 19°17, or nearly one in 
five of the number examined. In 
the case of the Aberdeen children 
those suffering from bad nourishment 
totalled 9 per cent., whilst in the case of 
Edinburgh no less than 29°83 were 
suffering from insufficient nourishment. 


They found 8&8 per cent. of the children | ; 
these children 


in Aberdeen, and 12°33 per cent. in 
Edinburgh suffering from mental dull- 
ness. There was one particular school 
in Edinburgh which they carefully 
examined. It was North Canongate 
Board School. It was the poorest of all 
those they examined, and he should 
certainly say that it was exactly the 
same kind of school as was to be found 
in the East End of! London, in { Ber- 
Sir John Gorst. 


| more than two rooms. 
| one-room houses, and eighty-five in two- 


3 hey | 


who were examined there were no less 
than 115 who lived in houses of not 
Thirty lived in 
room houses. 

In the general Report upon this school 


| the medical examiners said— 


‘* A large minority, if not the majority, of 
the North Canongate school children are 


| habitually underfed and underclothed.” 


Of the children examined they found 
38 per cent. were suffering more 
or less from insufficient nutrition. 
What an awful idea it was that in so 
many of these schools a large minority, 
if not a majority, of the children were 
habitually underfed and underclothed. 
How was it possible to raise an Imperial 


race if that was the general character of 


In Aberdeen, for instance, | 


the children in a large number of our 
schools. The medical men made this 
very important recommendation, which 
he wished earnestly to press upon the 
Committee— 

“ Physical exercise unsupported by rag 
food and adequate clothing must result in 
early physiological exhaustion and infirmity.” 
If the children in the schools were in- 
adequately fed and clothed, and were 


unfit for physical instruction, they were 
| still more unfit for mental instruction. 


\that of the children 


They found with regard to eyesight 
in Edinburgh 


'schools no less than 31°57 per cent. had 


defective eyes which often interfered with 
their school work. If these children 


| were not attended to they would grow 


up and be defective workmen and 
citizens. There were 42 per cent. of 
with defective hearing 
which interfered with their efficiency in 
the school. Altogether they found that 
no less than 70 per cent. of the children 
examined in Edinburgh were suffering 
from some kind of disease or other. The 
medical gentlemen made this observa- 
tion— 

‘* Even if we assume that half the diseases 
found were such as not themselves to interfere 


| with school efficiency—and this is much too 
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large an assumption since any aftection of ear, 
or throat, or heart, or lung, tends to interfere 
with efficiency all through the daily life—we 
should still have some 35 per cent., that is 
10,500 children (among the 30,000) with some 
affection demanding more or less attention.” 
That would give the Committee a very 
good idea of what was to be found in 
these reports, and he commended 
them to everybody’s attention. They 
shocked him when he read them. He 
thought they were the most appalling he 
had ever read, and if anything like that 
state of things existed in the great schools 
in England, then the condition of our 
children was rotten, and ought to have 
the immediate attention of everyone who 
desired to see this country great and 
prosperous. 


As to the remedy, let him impress 
upon the Committee a recommenda- 
tion which was made by the Royal 
Commission on this point. The hon. 
Baronet who spoke earlier in the debate 
had referred to it in his speech. It 
seemed to him that the first thing they 
had to do to correct this state of things 
in the schools, was to find out the facts. 
Why should it not be a part of the duty 
of every teacher to make a sort of inspec- 
tion of the children in the school every 
day. The teacher would be able to pick 
out any serious case of disease, or any 
serious defect in hearing or eyesight, or 
anything which was calculated to inter- 
fere with the school work of the children. 
They would be able to detect anything 
like over-work, and also if the children 
were too tired to do their school work. 
Why should not the teachers, who were 
called upon to make all sorts of ridiculous 
returns, which were of no use to anybody, 
make this inspection ? Besides that, there 
ought to be at the public expense in every 
one of our schools a periodical medical 
examination of the children. There were 
charitable societies which sent nurses 
round some of the schools, but it ought 
not to be left to a charitable society or a 
local authority. It should be prescribed 
by Imperial authority that the children 
in all schools should have the required 
periodical medical examination. Some 
children who were found to be suffering 
from deafness and phthisis were under- 
going severe physical exercises even in 
the best Edinburgh schools which were 
examined. If there was a daily examina- 
tion by the teacher he would be able to 
tind out the worst cases, and if there was 
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a medical examination periodically, they 
should then know what the condition of 
the children was. He would state what 
appeared to him to be the duty of the 
State in the way of providing properly 
for the children. Of all things required 
by a young child, the most important was 
not food, but fresh air. Children re- 
quired very little food provided that 
they had fresh air. What was the 
state of ventilation in the schools!) Any- 
body who had visited the schools to any 
great extent, as he had done when he 
was an official connected with the Board 
of Education, knew that the air in the 
schools was a great deal fouler than 
outside, and wholly unfit for children to 
breathe. Attention was called to this 
by the Royal Commission, which said 
that special attention should be paid to 
the too frequent neglect of the proper 
ventilation of schools. Most elaborate 
rules were laid down about the building 
of schools, and every possible provision 
made for ventilation, but all these rules 
were of no use unless the teachers and 
managers kept this ventilation in proper 
operation. He knew that very often the 
ventilation was stopped by the 
teachers because the school was too 
cold. Although cold was less deleterious 
than foul air, it was more unpleasant. 
He was afraid that some of the inspectors 
were chilly old gentlemen, and that they 
did not attend as they ought to do to 
the question of ventilation of schools. 


Some years ago there was a scientific 
inquiry into the condition of schools con- 
ducted by Dr. Bayley, of Owen's College 
Manchester. He examined four schools 
in Manchester, and one higher grade 
school in Salford. He classed the schools 
in regard to ventilation in‘o five classes, 
according to the degree of foul air and 
smell in the various schools. There were 
none in the first or second class; there 
were only two in the third class, and the 
class-rooms in the fourth were reported 
to have ‘‘ air very oppressive, giving rise 
to headache.” Three schools were dis- 
tinctly worse, ‘the odour, in the class- 
rooms especially, simply unbearable.” 
The evidence was still more precise in 
regard to defective ventilation. The air 
in the schools was tested for carbonic 
acid gas. The standard accepted in 
hospitals was that if there were more 
than six parts in 10,000 of carbonic acid 


2Z22 
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gas, the air was adjudged polluted. | 


There was not one of these schools which 
was within the unpolluted zone; the | 
owest school had seven parts, and in the 
class-rooms ten parts in 10, 000, and the | 
highest had no less than 12°8 parts, and | 
14°5 parts in 10,000 in the class-rooms. | 
The schools were also tested for micro- 
organisms, and, whereas pure mountain | 
air was quite free from micro-organisms 
and Paris streets contained 25 per cubic 
foot, it was found in the Granby Row 
School, Salford, that in the infant school 
there were 213, in the boys’ school 236, 
and in the girls’ school 286 micro- 
organisms per cubic foot. 


Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman tell us how 


in the House of Commons ? 


Sir JOHN GORST said he did not 
know. He thought the Committee 


would agree that fresh air was a neces- | 


sity of life, and it ought to be supplied 
in the schools. Then 


children must be fed before they were 
tiught. If they were not fed, as Dr. 
Mackenzie said, they were not only 
doing no good by their education, but 
actually injuring the child. The teacher 
knew as well as possible which children 


came to school without having had their | 


breakfast. How were the children to 
ve fed ? There were charitable agencies 
which fed as many children as their 
jeans permitted. He had been very 
much amused once when, after one of 
his speeches in the House in regard to 


the necessity of feeding the children, a | 


lady interested in one of these charitable 
societies wrote to the Duke of Devon- 
shire complaining that his speech was 
calculated to injure her charitable 
society. 
word against these charitable societies ; 
let these agencies feed the children if 
they could, but if they could not, the 
State must see that the children were 
fed. 
which all administration and practice 
should go. He did not want to under- 
value parental responsibility. By all 
means let them make the parent re- 
sponsible ; there was no reason why the 


cost of feeding the children should not 
Sir John Gorst. 


{COMMONS} 


many | 
micro-organisms per cubic foot are found | 


the Committee | 
would agree also that at all hazards the | 


He did not want to say one | 


That wasthe fundamental fact on | 
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be exacted from the parent. There 
| were two classes of parents who sent 
‘their children to school unfed. One 
| was the careless parent ; the mother was 
drunk, perhaps, the night before, and 
would not get up to give the child 
| breakfast. Such parents ought to be 
| dealt with very sternly and punished, 
|and if examples were made of some of 
| the worst cases, the carelessness would 
| probably diminish. The other class of 
parents could not feed their children 
because they were poor and had not 
the means to give them food, and these 
ought to be dealt with with great tender 
ness. He did not himself object to the 
State feeding those children; but at any 
rate they could be referred to the re- 
lieving officers under the Poor Law. 
The advice he gave applied to England 
and Wales as much as to Scotland. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.) said that 
‘they had had a very interesting state- 
ment about the progress of Scotch 
education from the Lord Advocate, 
supplemented by another interesting 
statement by his hon. and learned 
friend the Member for Hawick burghs, 
covering the last thirty years, and 
followed up by an extremely interesting 
speech by the right hon. Member for 
Cambridge University, in which he had 
brought his large English experience to 
bear on the question of education in 
‘Scotland. The question of physical 
culture and training was of no less 
importance to England than to Scotland, 
‘and he believed that the facts which 
had been disclosed by the Royal Com- 
mission in regard to Edinburgh showed. 
a state of things no worse than that 
which prevailed in the densely-populated 
cities of Lancashire, Yorkshire, and the 
Midlands. He quite agreed with the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Cambridge University that it was idle 
to attemp: to give mental training to 
children imperfectly fed. Children whose 
nutrition was in an imperfect state were 
incapable of receiving instruction pro- 
fitably, but their brain power was 
/actually made worse, so that in time, 
instead of contributing anything to 
society, they became a charge upon it. 
And no class was more prone to in- 
temperate habits than those people who 
were imperfectly nourished and had 
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weak brains. In Scotland this was really | 
a growing evil. He had no doubt that | 
the conditions in the lower parts of | 
Edinburgh and Glasgow were worse forty 
years ago than now, but in Scotland the 
city population was increasing at an enor- 
mously more rapid ratio than the country 
population. The rural population of 
Scotland was diminishing, not only in the 
Highlands, where there had been enor- 
mous clearances of the people to make 
great deer forests, but in many of the 
agricultural districts. By far the largest 
part of the growth of population in Scot- 
land was developed in the county of 
Lanark and in the neighbourhood of 
Glasgow. The question of the condition 
of the city children attained greater im- 
portance every year, as the city popu- 
lations increased. He asked the Lord 
Advocate whether the Scottish Education 
Department would take steps to carry 
out some of the recommendations of the 
Royal Commission. Some of these 
recommendations might require legisla- 
tion. But the Department could produce 
circulars and Minutes, and he hoped their 
untiring energy in that respect might be 
applied to the endeavour to carry out 
those recommendations which did not 
require legislation, such as the appoint 
ment of committees on physical training 
on each School Board. 

With regard to the Equivalent 
Grant, for years past they had been 
in a difficulty owing to their not 
having in any clear and compendious 
form a statement of the public documents 
and_ instructions under which these 
grants were administered. He hoped 
the Scottish Office would issue a 
concise statement on this matter. 
Not one member of the Committee be- 
sides the Lord Advocate, excluding, of 
course, his hon. friend the Member for 
Mid Lanark, carried all the details in his 
mind, and it would be a great help to 
weaker spirits if they had the details pro- 
vided for them. He believed his hon. 
friend the Member for Mid Lanark was 
prepared to argue that Scotland was not 
receiving as much as it was entitled to ; 
but he would not forestall the exhaustive 
statement which he was sure the Com- 
mittee would have from his hon. friend. 
With reference to the question of supple- 
mentary courses, the Code contained a 
new provision on that subject. That pro- 
vision had excited a great deal of criticism, 
and even some alarm in Scotland. The 
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best evidence of the alarm it had excited 
was to be found in the fact that the’Per- 
manent Secretary to the Scotch Board 
of Education went to Scotland and 
made a speech in defence of the scheme. 
They had all read that speech with much 
interest ; and they had also read some of 
the criticisms passed on the scheme. He 
did not think that the scheme deserved 
all the severe criticism bestowed upon it. 
He thought the prolongation of school life 
did furnish a reason for some additional 
courses, in order to fill up the time during 
which children were kept at school. But 
there was a tendency to induce specialisa- 
tion at an early age. Speaking broadly, 
more could be accomplished with the 
minds of children by giving them general 
education up to the age of thirteen or 
fourteen years than by giving them tech- 
nical education. There was a dangerous 
tendency in that direction. He was far 
from saying that the system could not be 
worked in such a way as to avoid that 
evil. He hoped that the Department 
would take care to work it in that sense ; 
for it was susceptible of that evil, and it 
was susceptible of discouraging general 
education in the interests of secondary 
and higher grade education; very 
little was done for the children by 
introducing them to special work for 
which their age and attainments did not 
fit them. Their experience was that it 
was better to give general education to 
children, and that more would be gained 
in the long run by doing that than by 
carrying them at once into what was to 
be the business work of their lives. 


There had been some discussion with 
reference to the Minute of the 28th of 
May last, which was issued by the Scotch 
Education Department. That Minute was 
really very important, more important than 
would appear from what the Lord Advo- 
cate had said. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said it was only a _ temporary 
measure, but it was a_ temporary 
measure which might tend to make itself 
permanent. It consisted of two parts. 
The first part alluded to certain sums of 
money for schools in thinly peopled dis- 
tricts where the numbers were small, and 
where the average rendered it difficult to 
maintain adequate staffs of competent 
teachers. The total sum to be expended 
was very much less than half the sum 
of £212,000 to be expended under the 
Minute. He understood that only about 
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£50,000 per annum was to be devoted 
to that purpose. That left a sum of 
£162,000 to be expended under the 
second part of the Minute. The second 
part of the Minute was really a gift in 
aid of rates. It was simply taking 
money allocated to Scotland as the 
equivalent to what had been given for 
education in England and expending it 
in aid of the rates. Money was to be 
spent to relieve ratepayers which other- 
wise would be spent on the schools. Of 
course there was a precedent for that in 
the grant of 1890. As his hon. friend had 
said, the bulk of the Scottish Members 
had never ceased to protest against the 
practice of allowing this educational 
money to be spent in the relief of rates. 
The gain to the small ratepayer was 
hardly appreciable, but the loss to the 
community was considerable, because 
the schools were not able to provide the 
education which they ought to provide. 
In the case of the English Bill of last 
year, they succeeded in carrying a pro- 
vision, by which money which had 
hitherto been given in aid of the rates 
was hereafter to be entirely given for 
the purposes of education. That was 
forced on the Government by discussion 
in this House, and ultimately passed 
with general consent, because it was 
felt it would be a great educational gain. 
They should like to do that in Scotland 
also, and take the whole of the money 
under the Act of 1890 and apply it to 
educational purposes. |Mr. A. GRAHAM 
Murray: Hear, hear!| He had the 
consent of the Lord Advocate himself. 
Why, therefore, should they take the 
new educational fund and apply it in 
aid of the rates? If they now wished 
to withdraw from such an application 
a fund which was unfortunately liable 
to be diverted to the rates, how much 
more should they endeavour to have 
the new fund devoted to education. 
{[Mr. A. GraHaM Murray said the ar- 


rangement was only temporary.} The | 


Lord Advocate said that the arrange- 
ment was only temporary, but there 
was an old proverb about taking butter 
out of a dog’s mouth. If the money 
were given to the ratepayers now, it 
would be more difficult to withdraw it 
and apply it to education later, than 
would otherwise be the case. He thought 
the Education Department would have 


Mr. Bryce. 
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been better advised if they had allotted the 
money in almost any other way. He was 
aware that it could not be accumulated, 
but it might be allotted in respect of work 
done to the satisfaction of the Scotch 
Education Department. He thought 
they had a real reason to complain that 
money which in England was given to 
education should in Scotland be diverted 
from that purpose. If the money was 
to go to any educational purpose, it 
should be spent in some way which 
would secure benefit to the schools and 
the children. It might be expended in 
giving better staffs, or giving additional 
subsidies, or in some way or another 
which would be a benefit to the educa- 
tion of the country. It might be said 
that it was only a question of one 
year, but the Committee should re- 
member that although the Lord Advocate 
spoke hopefully of an Education Bill for 
Scotland next year—it was a hope they 
had conceived for many years, and which 
had been as long delayed—who could 
tell what they might be engaged in dis- 
cussing next session, when new questions 
of great gravity were being raised. He 
did not wish to acquiesce in anything 
which was wrong now in the hope that 
it might be set right next year. He 
should be glad to know if there was any 
possibility of having the second part of 
the Minute altered. and the money 
devoted to real educational benefits. 
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With regard to the future, he would 
only say that the statement they had 
from the Lord Advocate was a very satis- 
factory testimony to the working of 
the Scottish system. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Cambridge 
University spoke of the pleasure with 
which he listened to debates on Scottish 
education. The right hon. Gentleman 
was an educationalist, but he doubted 
whether many other English Mem- 
bers experienced any such pleasure. 
The right hon. Gentleman might, 
however, have complimented them 


/on the concord which attended their 


‘debates on 





education, and on _ the 
absence of that religious difficulty which 
gave animation to English debates on 
education. From that source of friction 
they hoped to be free; and reviewing 
the progress of education in Scotland, 
they might feel that with regard to the 
progress made in the past, both before 
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and after the Act of 1872, it was an indica- 
tion that there were two lines on which 
they should proceed if they wanted to 


keep the education of the country abreast | 


with the times. The first was to follow 
the lines on which they had hitherto 
worked, and make education in Scotland 
everywhere popular, and everywhere 
under popular control. The other was 
to associate Scottish education, as much 
as possible, with the general interests of 
the Scottish people, and he thought that 
that might well be increased by associat- 
ing it more with Scotland itself. He 
listened to what the Lord Advocate said 
as to the intention of theScotch Education 
Department to do more and more of its 
work in Edinburgh, and to give the 
people of Scotland a more ample oppor- 
tunity of knowing what was being done. 
If the Lord Advocate could see his way 
to form, as could be done by Minute, 
something in the nature of a consulting 
body representing Scottish opinion, 
which would be a means of communica- 
tion between Scottish opinion generally 
and the Department, which would focus 
Scottish opinion and give an opportunity 
to those who followed the progress of 
Scottish education of bringing their 
views to bear on the Department, he 
thought the right hon. Gentleman would 
be doing something for which Scotland 
would be grateful, and from which they 
might expect still further progress. He 
thought if education in Scotland had been 
kept in advance of education in other 
parts of the United Kingdom, it was very 
largely because they had the element of 
popular control; and he felt sure that in 
any measure which might hereafter be 
submitted to Parliament the feeling of 
Scotland in that respect would be fully 
recognised, 


sir CHARLES RENSHAW (Renfrew- 
shire, W.) congratulated the Lord Advocate 
on the statement he had been able to 
submit with regard to Scottish education. 
He confessed he shared the views of the 
hon. Member for the Border Burghs 
with regard to the Minutes issued, and 
he would suggest that they wanted the 
two additional circulars from the Scottish 
“ducation Department to which the hon. 
Member referred. The condition of the 
Scottish Education Department was at 


the present time alarmingly complex | 
and difficult for anyone who desired to 


the difficulty almost insuperable. 
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find out the funds available, and the 
Minutes that had to be studied made 
He 
hoped next year they might have 
legislation to place Scottish education 
in a more satisfactory condition than it 
was at present. With regard to the 
money coming to Scotland under the 
Equivalent Grant, and to the course to be 
taken with regard to the appropriation 
of it under the peculiar circumstances 
of the moment, and the prospect of 
further legislation, he hoped it would 
be understood that the fact that this 
money was now to be used to some 
extent in the relief of rates would not 
militate against its being used for other 
purposes when the Bill to be brought 
in was made an Act. One of the 
difficulties which presented themselves 
on the occasion of the passing of the 
last Education Act for Scotland was the 
consideration of the rates, and he hoped 
steps would be taken in the promised 
measure to avoid a similar difticulty 
cropping up. He approached the question 
of foreign language education dealt with 
in the circular issued in January last 
year (No. 340) not from an educational 
point of view but that of an employer 
of labour, and he regarded that circular 
as one of the most mischievous and 
unfortunate circulars ever issued by the 
Department. Having regard to the 
work that was going on and to the 
immense importance to Scotland as an in- 
dustrial country that they should have 
an increasing number of young men 
thoroughly educated in German and 
French, the slight that had been put 
on those languages by that circular was 
most undesirable. The reason for issuing 
the circular was to him inconceivable. 
He did not believe they would 
get a more accomplished German and 
French scholar because he was taught 
a smattering of Latin. He strongly 
pressed the Education Department to 
give greater facilities for the learning of 
French and German than were given at 
the present time. 
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With reference tothe remarks made by 
the hon. Member for the Border Burghs 
as to the county authorities being only 
authorities to receive this money, the hon. 
Member would find, ifhe were a memberof 
a county authority, thatthe work devolved 
on them, not only in regard to the incep- 
tion of schemes but also in seeing them 
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carried out, was very heavy indeed. 
They owed a debt of gratitude to the 
county authorities of Scotland for the 
way in which they had carried out these 
duties. He was surprised at the hon. 
Member complaining of the amount of 
money to be spent under the second 
provision of the Minute of 11th May, 
in aid of voluntary schools. If the 
money was public money given to Scot- 
land as an equivalent to the money 
taken by England last year to relieve 
the rates of the great expense involved 
by the Education Act, surely it was 
right the Roman Catholics and others 
associated with the public school work 
in Scotland should take their share. He 
certainly did not think it was right that 
they should be excluded from participat- 


ing in this money. It was a very | 


strange thing to him that when so large 
a sum as £212,000 was for the first time 
to be expended on education in Scotland, 
no legislation should be necessary. He 
did not think that was a desirable state 
of things. The House ought to have a 


stronger hand than they had, in one) 
afternoon of this kind on the discussion | 


of the Estimates, over these matters. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) said it was quite obvious 
that if the highly trained mind of the 
talented head of the Edinburgh School 
Board was not able to assimilate the 
documents issued by the Scottish Board 
of Education, there was no chance of such 
simple persons as himself doing so. He 
thought a digestible extract should be 
made of all these Minutes and circulars, 
so that they might be understood by 
all. He was in rather an unfortunate 
position, because, although he was largely 
in agreement with the Lord Advocate, 
he could not help thinking that the 
Government had burnt their fingers 
quite enough over Education Bills in 
other parts of the world, to make it 
desirable not to continue that disagree- 
able process with so thorny a subject 
and so thorny a people as the Scotch. 
A most excellent document, entitled 
“* Suggestions _ for Supplementary 


Courses,” with every word of which 
he agreed, set forth the methods pur- | 
sued by the Scotch Education Depart. 
ment in filling up the educational hiatus 
between the ages of twelve and fourteen. 


Sir Charles Renshaw. 
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He was rather in favour of specialisa- 
tion, and had never been able to see 
why certain specialised subjects should 
not have as high an educative value as 
some of the vaguer subjects of education. 
Surely a study of botany, chemistry, or 
natural history was as informing to the 
mind as a course of reading in Aristotle 
or Horace? What schoolboys resented 
more than anything else was being 
compelled to go through courses which 
would have no bearing whatever on their 
after life. They desired to get to close 
quarters with something which would 
be of practical benefit to them, and he 
did not blamethem. He was glad to 
see that the document to which he 
referred laid down a series of sugges- 
tions in the direction o! giving a certain 
amount of practical training to lads 
| between twelve and fourteen. There 
had been some talk about the constitu- 
tion in Edinburgh of a new Board for 
| educational purposes. He was not at 
iall in favour of Boards in Edinburgh ; 
| his inclination was tothe abolition rather 
'than the creation of such bodies. The 
Board of Supervision had gone into 
‘the limbo of all absurd and_ useless 
things, and a Committee was at present 
‘trying to discover the benefits which 
were being derived from the Board of 
| Manufactures. Boards were usually 
| constituted by the appointment of the 
‘Lord Provost, the Lord of Session, a 
| couple of bailiffs, and one or two of the 
_miscellaneous people who were always 
| hanging about Edinburgh looking for 
|a job. Meetings were then held at 
stated intervals or otherwise; the orna- 
| mental men did no work, and the duties 
fell into the hands of the more or less 
competent, but generally incompetent, 
| people not altogether unconnected with 
| Parliament House in Edinburgh. It 
| would be extremely inconvenient to 
| Tun down to Edinburgh to get work 
jdone. It was much better to go to 
| Dover House and see Sir Henry Craik, 
| who was always extremely oblizing and 
courteous, and who, if he could not do 
what was desired, wrote most plausible 
letters with which Members could 
usually satisfy their constituents. More- 
over there were two appeals—to Lord 
Balfour of Burleighand the Lord Advocate 
—and altogether questions affecting the 
Department could be effectually dealt 
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with. Therefore, unless good reason 
could be shown, they had better go on 
as they were doing. 


As to physical training, he considered 
the Commission had presented an epoch- 
making report. The results of the in- 
vestigation and examination which had 
been made demanded the most serious 
consideration. The physical quality of the 
people was rapidly deteriorating. The 
Inspector-General of Recruiting had de- 
clared that out of 12,000 recruits examined 
by him 31 per cent. were rejected for phy- 
sical defects—400 for defective sight, 600 
for being under height, 600 for being under 
weight. That showed that the physical 
quality of the nation was deteriorating, 
and unless something were done we 
should not be able, in time of need, to 
meet our foes in the field as well as we 
used to do. In the examination of school 
children, there were found numbers of 
cases of eye, ear, throat, and heart 
disease, and tuberculosis. As to the 


under-feeding, that was not a new) 


question, as some years ago Sir 
James Crichton Browne instituted a 
series of investigations in connection 
with the London Board schools, and 
found that a very large proportion of the 
scholars attended school having had no 
breakfast. He recollected the way in 
which the personal work of this gentle- 
man was received by the House. This 
gentleman’s Report laid down the fact 
that a great proportion of the children 
were underfed. He was told that the 
children who were well fed did their work 
very much better and were much brighter. 
The question of housing was also very 
important. He did not think that the 
young men at the universities got enough 
physical training. The curriculum was 
so full that there was not time between 
one class and another to take the necessary 
exercise. There was not nearly sufficient 
physical training at the Universities, and 
in the schools they wanted more fresh 
air. If people had good fresh air they 
wanted less food. They heard a good 
deal about the schoolmaster, being the 
proper person to carry on physical train- 
ing. He would point out, however, that 
under-fed children could not stand much 
physical training as well as their mental 
work. In London, where they had San- 
dow exercises for the children, they con- 
tracted heart disease under the strain of 
that particular work. He would like to 


\say that it was with great satisfaction 
| that he heard the decision of the Educa- 
‘tion Department that they intended es- 
| tablishing a Departmental Committee to 
| draw up the rules and regulations under 
| which physical training should be carried 
'on. He hoped they would also have a 
medical examination of the schools, which 
he thought was very much required. 
The London School Board employed a 
highly-qualified medical man to go round 
the schools to see that they were kept in 
a proper sanitary condition, and properly 
ventilated. He thought in Scotland that 
the medical officer of health for the 
‘district would be the proper man to do 
this duty, and they might pay him an 
additional £100 a year. He congratulated 
the Lord Advocate upon the speech he 
had just delivered, and he also wished to 
congratulate the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Cambridge University 
upon his admirable speech, for by that 
speech he had rendered an enormous 
service to this important question. 


Sr MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
brightshire) said that after all the best 
security that the children were well looked 
after was to be found in the schoolmaster 
himself. Whatever rules and regulations 
they might lay down in regard to the 
health of the children, the whole question 
depended very largely upon the school- 
master. Some schoolmasters cared very 
little for the health of the children, and 
were more anxious that they should do 
well at examinations. He had had some 
experience in these matters, and he had 
been told that he was the oldest chairman 
of School Boards in Scotland. In his 
own parish he had always taken an 
active interest in the rural schools, and 
also in the work of the large School 
Board of which he was amember. Some 
fault had been found with the Minute of 
the 28th May, and he should like to 
know why that money should not be used 
to assist the rates. In the country 
they had a very heavy rate to pay tor 
education, and they spared no expense, 
and they did everything they could to 
make the schools efficient. Nevertheless 
there was always something fresh to be 
done, and surely they would be justified 
in using a portion of the money in 
lessening the rate. In his part of the 
country there was a very industrious. 
well-informed, and well-educated class 
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of persons working as_ shepherds. be somebody to whom an appeal could 
Those men had constantly to leave good | be made. He joined in the congratula- 
situations, where they had been for | tions offered to the Lord Advocate in 
many years, in order to go into the| regard to the satisfactory policy which 
villages to get their children properly | the Government had adopted in regard 
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educated. Could no funds be found to 
enable thm to send their children to 
villages where there were better schools ? 
They did not object to walk five or six 
miles, but some of them were twelve or 
thirteen miles away from such schools. 
Men who had devoted their whole lives 
to shepherding could not easily tind new 
occupations, and to shift with all their 
families into some wretched two-roomed 
house ina village was very hard upon 
them. He should like some information 
collected from the School Board, or any 
other source, as to the number of people 
in this particular position in their re- 
spective parishes. In that way the 
Government would obtain some idea of 
the number of families who desired 
assistance, and also the number of chil- 
dren who ought to be educated, and 
who were receiving a very scanty train- 
ing at the present moment. A com- 
plaint had been made that the Board of 
Education was not always accessible, 
but he had not heard that complaint 


before. He had always found, in his | 


own experience, that questions con- 
nected with Scotch education were 
always willingly and readily answered. 
He did not know what was looming in 
the future, but although the House 


might be tired of educational matters, | 
he thought they would have an Educa- | 


tion Bill for Scotland next session. He 
had no objection to School Boards, and 


he did not think they could do better. 


than establish them in their large 
parishes, but when he found that the 
same persons were members of the 
School Board, the Parish Council and 


the County Council, then he began to | 


ask why they should have three separate 
elections to elect them. 


men, and generally they were the best 
men the ratepayers could find. This 
happened in a great number of rural 
parishes in Scotland. One difficulty in 
continuing the present School Board 
system was that there was no appeal 
for the teachers. At the present time 


when teachers were wronged there was | 


no appeal, and he thought there should 
Sir Mark Stewart. 


Ina good many | 
cases they were practically the same | 


' to education in Scotland. 


*Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) thought it was 
to be regretted that the hon. Member 
‘for Kirkeudbright had not joined 
in the almost univeral expression of 
opinion from both sides of the House in 
appealing to the Lord Advocate with 
reference to the Minute of 28th May, 
and more particularly with reference to 
'the proposal to devote this very large 
sum in reliet of rates and voluntary 
‘subscriptions, instead of increasing 
efficiency in education. He reminded 
the Committee that the sum at stake 
was a very large one. It was almost as 
much as the sum involved in what had 
been a great bone of contention in Ncot- 
land for the last fifty years, namely, the 
application of the teinds to the payment 
of Ministers in Scotland. The whole of 
the teinds represented £240,000 and here 
they were dealing with a sum nearly as 
great. Before many years were passed, 
probably next year, the whole question 
of education in Scotland would be in the 
'melting-pot, and it would be the duty of 
the Government then in office to deal 
with it. It was of the utmost import- 
ance that asum so large, and sufficient 
for the purpose of freeing education from 
the bottom of the ladder to the top, should 
be applied «/ interim in such a way as 
not to make it difficult to apply the funds 
for secondary education and in increasing 
\efliciency. It was true this Minute was 
only temporary in its application, but 
what was temporary really tended to 
| become permanent if it were repeated 
year atter year, and the net consequence 
of the Minute was to make it difficult for 
| any Government which had to deal com- 
prehensively with the subject of education 
to carry out any comprehensive scheme 
for secondary education because they 


would be met with the necessity of im-. 


posing an additional rate after the rate- 
payers had tasted blood in the shape of 
a remission to the extent of a fourth or 
a fifth of what they already paid. The 
Minute seemed to be worse in regard to 
If the Minute 


'the voluntary schools. 
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is as stated by the Lord Advocate tem- | 


porary and is afterwards withdrawn, 
these voluntary schools would be in a | 
very evil case, because in the meantime | 
the springs of voluntary subscription | 
would have dried up, but if it were 
permanent they were going to give | 
to these voluntary schools the whole | 
sum required for their maintenance with- 
out imposing any condition as to their 
control, and they would find great diffi- 
culty in asking these voluntary schools 
to submit themselves to appropriate 
control. There was a great deal to be 
done in this country in regard to techni- 
cal education, and it would be a very 
proper application of this grant to) 
make it applicable to the founding of 
technical schools throughout Scotland in 
suitable centres. Germany retained 
her supremacy not on account of 
protection, but on account of technical 
education, and if we were to retain our | 
supremacy we must follow the same 
line. Referring to the very defective | 
teaching of history in Scotch schools, | 
the hon. Member said that the Treaty of 
Union provided that the kingdoms joined | 
together be known by the common name | 
of Great Britain. In Scotch schools | 
they found continually that the books | 
used were books which referred, not to 
Great Britain but to only one part of | 
the kingdom. In ‘The Britannia History | 
Readers. Book IT.,” used in the Glasgow | 
High School, treating of the period of 
George III., and therefore after the 
Union, they found the following sen- | 
tences :— 


“Soon afterwards Spain joined in the war | 
against England, chiefly beeause she wanted | 
to get back Gibraltar. England was in very 
great danger. The French and per y fleets | 
siiled up and down the Channel, and there | 
was no English fleet strong enough to fight 
them. Before long England was also at war 
with Holland.” 


He might multiply instances indefinitely, 
but it was sufficient to say this was quite 
a common habit, and a very objectionable 
habit. The remedy was twofold. The 
Board of Education employed inspectors, 
and if the Board of Education indicated 
to these inspectors that this misuse of 
terms would be treated as any other 
inaccuracy in history, that might have a 
material effect on the teachers of history. 
The other remedy was in the Leaving 
Certificate Examination. He was told 
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that out of twenty-two questions in 
history set in the examination with 
regard to a period before the Union, 
only one related to Scotch history. It 


_would be very appropriate in Scotland, 


at all events, that a large proportion 
should be devoted to that important 
department of history. 


Sir J. STIRLING-MAXWELL (Glas- 
gow, College) said he would like to join 


‘in the appeal to the Government to 
‘take steps at once to carry out the 
recommendations of Lord Mansfield’s 
/Commission, and especially the recom- 
|mendation with regard to the medical 


examination of children. He urged that 
steps should be taken in that direction, 


/not next year, or next month, or next 


week, but to-morrow morning. He also 
desired to call the attention of the 
Government to the Report of the Com- 
mittee that inquired into the question 
of Forestry. The work of that Committee, 
which was appointed by the Board of 
Agriculture, might not seem germane to 
the question they were now discussing, 
but the Report of the Committee referred 
to the importance of furthering education 
in regard to this very important industry. 
Though the Agricultural Department 
was active, he could not help feeling that 
this was a purely educational matter, 
and that there would be much better 
hope of seeing something done if the 
alertness and power of initiative which 
the Education Department had shown in 
regard to so many subjects were applied 


| also to this. 


*Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs) said the Lord Advocate, in his 
most interesting statement indicating 
that so many things had been done, that 
so many things were being done, and 
that very shortly there was every 
reason to hope other things would be 
dealt with, showed that they were living 
at a time of extraordinary educational 
interest. He earnestly joined in the 
hope already expressed that another 
year would not go by without the 
Government being able to bring in the 
too-long-delayed Bill to co-ordinate 
education in Scotland. So much had 
been done lately through the acts of 
the Department, that the hon. Member 
for West Renfrewshire seemed to think 
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that they had almost superseded Acts of 
Parliament. The educational policy had 
to a great extent altered, and would in 
future be still further altered, without 
adequately coming under the review of 
Parliament, and, according to a great 
authority at the Table, one of the main 
‘functions of Parliament was to maintain 
the efficiency of the public Departments. 
He failed to see how there was any repre- 
sentative control over the education policy 
of Scotland. That was to a large extent 
based on the Code, and memoranda 
upon Minutes and upon circulars. It 
was entirely against the spirit of the 
Constitution that Parliament should 
have so little control over so important 
a matter as the policy of education in 
Scotland. Under the present system, it 
could hardly be said that they were 
living under representative control. He 
expressed gratitude for what had been done 
through the agency of the Department in 
regard to the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission on physical education. Hethought 
that the Department could help the School 
Boards by making known the _ best 
system of ventilation in schools. ‘Lhat 
had not been neglected by the teachers, 
many of whom were keen for ventilation, 
which was, in some cases, deplorable, 
especially in the landward schools. The 
real difficulty was to get a cheap and 
etticient system both of ventilation and 
sanitation. He believed that a good 
sanitary inspector of the class of a first- 
class clerk of works would be infinitely 
more useful than the ordinary inspector 
of schools, whose time was taken up 
with the literary condition of the schools. 
As to cooking, what was wanted was a 
shed and the necessary apparatus. The 
recommendations of the Commission on 
Physical Training were admirable, and he 
congratulated the members of the 
Commission on what they had done, 
in the public interest, in the pre- 
paration of their Report. He believed 
that the Swedish model was the best. 
In the Folkschile, the instruction 
was given by the teachers, but in the 
secondary schools the training was 
given by drill instructors, out-of-doors 
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in summer and indoors in winter. 
Provision should be made for the 
training of the teachers in physical 


drill, but until that had been done it 
would be of advantage to have pro- 
Mr. Munro Ferguson. 


{COMMONS} 
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fessional instructors in schools and 


training colleges. 


He shared the dislike expressed 
by hon. Members as to the dis- 
tribution of so large a sum of money 
in the way of relief of rates. That was 
a very unhappy prelude to the proposed 
scheme of co-ordination of education in 
Scotland promised for next year. The 
money might have been set aside to 
spend on technical buildings and other 
necessary educational works. The pro- 
posed provision of grants to small schools 
to increase their staff was much needed 
in some of the sparsely populated dis- 
tricts, but, at the same time, that, in 
some cases, would prejudice the question 
of the suggested new system of control 
of education. He was sure that a great 
many of these side schools had been erected 
only through the jealousies of the different 
parishes. There was not a sufficiently 
strong educational authority to properly 
distribute the schools throughout the 
country side. The parish area was 
not a good one, educationally speak- 
ing. t should be much _ larger. 
The ad joc election of the education 
authority was in consonance with the 
popular desire in Scotland, and it would 
work well if there were larger areas. If 
there was a difficulty about popular 
representation it would be got rid of by 
the payment of the travelling expenses 
of the members of the School Boards ; 
and he was in favour of the system 
carried out in America and in 
Massachusetts of conveying free the 
children from the outlying districts to 
central schools, instead of maintaining 
inefficient side schools. He was in favour 
of specialising the education of children. 
But to do so between twelve and a half 
and fourteen years of age was to specialise 
in primary education, and it was unfor- 
tunate that that specialisation should have 
been made without taking the judgment 
of Parliament. He strongly urged that 
some means should be found by which, 
when action was taken by the Depart- 
ment in such directions, Parliament should 
be consulted. He welcomed the conces- 
sion that had been made that the Educa- 
tion Department should be more fully repre- 
sented than it had been in Edinburgh. He 
thought that the Department had been 
out of touch with Parliament on the one 
side, and with the public opinion of 
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Scotland on the other. 
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“My Lords ” of ; fact if the Empire was to be maintained. 


the Education Department in London | at all, it was absolutely essential that the 


could not, from the nature of their 
position, be interested in the proceedings 
of the Department. It was saline 
for the Prime Minister or the Home 
Secretary and the other official members 
of the Board to make an effective Board 
of Control. Such a Board should be 
composed of the best educational talent 
of Scotland, sitting in Edinburgh, to 





direct the educational policy of Scotland. | 


He could not agree with his hon. 


friend the Member for West Aberdeen | 
that this was a case for letting well | 


alone. It was, he acknowledged, difficult 
to eriticise, on occasion, a Department so 
muchof whose work one approved, without 
heing able to:present under the rules 
of debate an alternative policy ; 
he believed that there was a case for some 


but | 


great change in the direction of con- | 


trolling the educational administration of 
Scotland effectively by Parliament. He 
agreed with the saying of an authority 
not unfriendly to the Department, that— 


“The Scottish people, through 
representatives, should have more power of 
initiation and more right of control in regard to 
their own education.” 


children should be trainedin the schools. 
The Committee was unanimous that 
some change was essential ; but its recom- 


|mendations were met with the appal- 


ing answer that a large proportion of 
the children were so hungry that they 
could not possibly benefit by physical 
training or mental training either. 
There was a recommendation in the 
Report that parents who did not feed 
their children should either be charged 
a fee, or should apply to the Poor Law ; 
and he would respectfully suggest to the 
Lord Advocate that that was a matter 
which he should urge by every means 
in his power. It was certain that if 
they wished to maintain the Army and 
Navy they should train the children in 
the schools, and it was equally certain 
that if they trained them they would 
have to feed them also. Who believed 


it possible that in one of the greatest 
| cities in the kingdom one-third of the 


their fit | 


That was the object to which they should | 


aim ; the institution of a Board of Control 
in Edinburgh, without which there would 
be very little control either here or 
elsewhere over the bureaucracy at Dover 
House. 


would not have ventured to intervene 


children attending the primary schools 
were so hungry that it was impossible to 
train them. That was a state of affairs 
that was a disgrace to civilisation. He 
would urge his right hon. friend not to 
lose sight of this matter, which was one 
of profound importance. 


*\Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) said 


he desired to associate himself with the 
_remarks which had been made by several 
_hon. Gentlemen about the plethora of cir- 
Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight) said he | 


in the debate had he not been one of | 
the witnesses before the Royal Commis- | 


sion on Physical Training. In_ his 
opinion, that Gommission did not receive 
all the consideration it deserved. The 
result of its investigations had been so 
startling that he ventured to express the 
hope that the Lord Advocate would not 
lose sight of its recommendations. 
wished to refer to the urgency of 
carrying out certain of those recom- 


He | 


mendations, such as the medical inspec- | 


tion of school children, with a view to 


ascertaining whether or not the race | 


was degenerating, 
quickly, especially in the towns. Many 
of the witnesses urged most strongly on 
the Commission that if this country was 
to maintain its Army and Navy, and in 


and degenerating | 


culars and Minutes issued by the De- 
partment. He wished to make a sug- 
gestion about the circulars, many of 
which were of great importance. 
Formerly they were simply a sort of 
explanation of the Code ; now they were 
oftentimes very controversial and of 
enormous importance, and sometimes 
almost a Code in themselves, as for 
instance Circular 374. The Lord Advo- 
cate said that he sent copies of those 
circulars far and wide to almost every 
person in Scotland interested in educa- 
tion ; but he had entirely forgotten the 
Scottish Members. The reason given 
for that by the Lord Advocate was that 
he was afraid they might be thrown 
into the waste-paper basket. He did 
not think, however, there was any 
danger of the circulars being 
mistaken for one of the many 
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which hon. Gentlemen 


appeals 
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re- | were refused certificates for French and 


Revenue Depts. Estimates. 1376 


eeived recommending a certain vin-|German unless they knew Latin also. 


tage or offering 
He did not suggest that the Department 
should send a _ circular to every 
Scottish Member; but he suggested 
that the circulars should be put down 
on the pink Paper, in order that any 
hon. Member interested might get them 
with his Parliamentary papers. He 
wished to refer to one or two questions 
connected with the Department. The 
Department issued a Certificate 
dynamics, but it was provided that the 
student should, at the same time, pass 
an examination in mathematics. It 


lor | 


financial assistance. | Another answer was that there was an 
| intermediate 


certificate and a com- 
mercial certificate, but those were 
inferior certificates and were given to 
boys of fifteen or sixteen, and it was 
adding insult to injury to tell a lad of 
seventeen that he should have to take 
an inferior certificate. Another circular 
was issued, Circular 375, which he 
welcomed as a sign of repentance on the 
part of the Department. That circular 


| stated that the desired certificate would 


be given to certain pupils in certain 


| schools if they enjoyed the good graces of 


was perfectly right that the student | 


should have a knowledge of mathe- 
matics ; but the Department said that, 


the inspectors. Why should the Depart- 
ment consider individual cases, and say 


| that individuals in certain schools would 


even if the student previously passed | 
in mathematics and had a certificate, | 


he should pass in that subject again 
when being examined in dynamics. 


be allowed to pass certain examinations 
while others would not. ‘The real 
reason for this regulation was that the 


| Department believed that Latin should 


The explanation given was that the | 


rule had been adopted in order to check | 
_That reminded him of the old doctors 


cramming for a special subject, and 
that experience had 
expediency of the rule. He admitted 
that dynamics was a subject that could 
be crammed ; but unless a student had 


get up dynamics. 
said that the student should pass in 


confirmed the | 


mathematics before being examined for | 
dynamics, that would be reasonable ; | 


but it was not reasonable to ask a 
student to present himself in both sub- 
jects at the same time. 

With reference to Circular 374, the 
Department nowissued leaving certificates 
for groups of subjects. One of the groups 


was English, mathematics, French, and | 


German. That was precisely the educa- 
tion which a man wanting an efficient 
clerk ot about seventeen years of age 
would desire; but the Department 
refused to grant a certificate for any 
group which included two modern 
languages unless Latin were also in- 
cluded. The explanation given was 


be learned first, in order that modern 
languages might be properly learned. 


who argued that it did not matter 
whether they killed or cured a patient, as 
long as they treated him according to the 
pharmacopeeia. As a matter of fact, in 


learned mathematics first, he could not | many places in Scotland, French was 


If the Department | 


taught first and then Latin. In Germany 
the principle was to teach the modern 
languages first and the ancient languages 
afterwards. The idea of the leaving 
certificate was borrowed from Germany ; 


| but in Germany it was given to three 


classes of schools, including schools in 


which Latin was not taught at all. 
There might be something to be said for 
making Latin compulsory in the Univer- 
sities, but it was monstrous that boys of 
seventeen who had finished their educa- 
tion should not be given a certificate for 
French and German simply because they 
had not taken Latin also. There were 
hourly protests against the ignorance of 
the British in modern languages, and 
the Scottish Education Department were 


| greatly responsible for that ignorance, 


| owing to steps they had taken in issuing 


that the leaving certificate was to show | 


ripeness for a University career. 


He | 


did not want to interfere with that ; | 
but the vast number of young men who | 
obtained leaving certificates had no in- 


tention whatever of going to a Univer- 


sity ; and yet, because a few might want | 


to go to a University. all the others 


Mr. Crombie. 


' Member for 


this objectionable circular. He hoped 
the Lord Advocate would be able to 
assure them that it should be withdrawn. 


*Mr. HUNTER CRAIG (Lanarkshire, 
Govan) said he thoroughly dissented 
from the proposition of the hon. 
Kirkeudbrightshire, that 
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the School Boards should be abolished 
and their duties should be relegated to 
the Parish Councils, for the reason that 
the boundaries of the parish and county 
were accidental boundaries, whilst the 
educational system of Scotland was 
airanged in populous areas. In some 
cases such a course would necessitate 
there being two~ schools where one 
was all that was necessary owing to 
the present School Board areas being 
in two parishes. He thought the Com- 
mittee were greatly indebted to the right 
hon. Member for the Cambridge Univer- 
sity for his able contribution to the 
debate, and hoped that what the right 
hon. Member had said would be widely 
circulated throughout the country, and 
that thereby attention would be called 
to the underfed and unhealthy condition 
of the children who attended the schools, 
which was cause for serious alarm and 
consideration. It was lamentable to 
think their physical condition was so 
wretched. The right hon. Gentleman 
had given them a summary of statistics 
from the Report of the Committee on 
Physical Training, and proceeded there- 
from to suggest a remedy; but he had 
expected from him and others /irst to deal 
with the cuuse, but this not having been 
touched, he ventured to say that the major 
cause of so many unfed children was 
the drunken habits of their parents. 
He hoped the information elicited in this 
debate would be of value to the Com- 
mittee now sitting upstairs on the 
Scottish Licensing Bill, in strengthening 
the Bill, seeing that the welfare of the 
children depended on greater restrictions 
in the sale of intoxicating liquor. 
£180,000,000 annually was spent on in- 
toxicating liquor, and it was mainly 
spent by the working classes—estimated 
at £120,V00,000. So long as the 
money was diverted from the purchase 
of food for the purposes of drink, 
so long would they have degenerate 
children in the schools. Until that evil 
was remedied he hoped something would 
be done to take care of the children by 


making some provision for them in the | 


way of feeding them, when they came 
long distances. It was most cruel to 
think that these poor children should only 
get two substantial meals a day, one in 
the morning and one when they got 
home at night. 


| ton) opposed the Motion. 
that the Bill proposed to give authority 
| to acquire certain lands in Lambeth for 
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*Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness) rose to 
draw special attention to the schools in the 
Highiand counties, and to suggest to the 


_ Lord Advocate that the special circum- 


stances required exceptional treatment. 
The Minute to which so much criticism 
had been directed that afternoon did not 
treat these schools very fairly, inas- 
much as it only proposed to give the 
grant to schools where there were 
two certificated teachers. That was no 
doubt to induce the schoole to appoint 
more certificated teachers, but in many 
cases in the Highland schools two 
certiticated teachers were not necessary 
One certificated teacher with, in some 
cases, one or two pupil teachers per- 
formed al] the duties required. The 
proposed grant of £40 per school 
did not cover the whole expense of 
a new certificated teacher, and he 
might point out that, inasmuch as 
the rates in the Highland districts 
ran from &s. to 13s. in the £, their 
resources for this purpose were practi- 
cally exhausted. Another thing which 
affected the Highlands _ especially 
was the fact that the parents lived 
in many cases a long way 
from the school. He knew of a case 
where a_ deerstalker lived eighteen 
miles from the nearest schoo], and he was 
prosecuted for not sending his children 
to school, but he had a very small 
salary and he could not afford to board 
his children near the school, and 
although the authorities had every desire 
to assist him they had no power. 

And, it being half-past Seven of the 
Clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 

Committee Report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. 

EVENING SITTING. 


BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO 
RAILWAY (TRANSFER) BILL (By ORDER). 


[THIRD READING. ] 
Order for Third Reading read— 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘‘That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 


He explained 
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the purposes of the railway. Of late in 
connection with the construction of 
these railways, a great grievance had 
arisen by reason of the occupants of 
the houses 


sleep through the noise and clatter 
incidental to night-work of that kind. 


His own experience was that if-one had | 


the means to make oneself obnoxious 
to the construction of the railway one 
could get some relief from this intoler- 
able nuisance. That was shown by the 
case of the lady who succeeded in 
getting £700 from one company in 
order to go away and _ recuperate 
her health, which had _ been _ in- 
jured through her not being able to 
sleep while they were boring under her 
house. He complained that the works 
were carried on by the company by 
night in such a manner as to cause 
annoyance to poor people who could not 
go away, as well as to others in the 
neighbourhood, and as a protest against 
this he moved the recommittal of the 
3ill. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) formally 
seconded the Motion. 


underneath which the, 
companies were boring, being unable to) 
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Railway (Transfer) Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘“*To leave out from the word ‘be,’ to the 
end of the Question, and add the words 
‘recommitted to the former Committee. ’ ”’— 
(Wr. Claude Hay.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.,) said 
the Bill came before him in the Com- 
mittee as an unopposed Bill, and he 
thought the hon. Gentleman was under a 
little misapprehension. The Bill was not 
one to carry on works at all, but merely 
to transfer certain houses which belonged 
to the South-Western Company to the 
Baker Street and Waterloo Company. 
A great number of clauses had been 
taken out of it to remove the objections 
that were made to the Bill, and under 
those circumstances he hoped the hon. 
Gentleman would _ reconsider the 
position and aot persist in his Motion. 


Question put. 


The House divided :— Ayes, 69; Noes. 
18. (Division List No. 122.) 


AYES. 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Austin, Sir John 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bigwood, James 

Biack, Alexander William 
Plundell, Colonel Henry 
FBousfield, William Robert 
Brigg, John 

Bryce, Right Hon. James 
Buchanan, ‘Thomas Ryburn 
Caldwell, James 


Dickson, Charles Scott 
Doughty, George 

Evans, Saml. T. (Glamorgan) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Forster, Henry William 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
| Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Helme, Norval Watson 


Percy, Earl 
Philipps, John a 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 


Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexande: 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 


Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Right Hon. Jesse 


Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark 


Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, John A.(Znverness-sh.) 


Channing, Francis Allston 
Delany, William 

Doogan, P. C. 

Foster, Sir Michl. (Lond. Univ 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristl, Z 
Lundon, W. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


Mr. Claude Hay. 


Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hutchinson, Dr. CharlesFredk. 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Jones, David Brynmor( Swansea 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leng, Sir Johp 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bute 


NOES. 


Moss, Samuel 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 


O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid) 


Shackleton, David James 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Thomas, F’. Freeman (Hastings) 
Tomkinson, James ; 


Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Wason, E. (Clackmannan) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir Frederick Banbury 
and Mr. Purvis. 


Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifaz) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOEs- 
Mr. Claude Hay and Mr 
Dillon. 
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Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


SUPPLY [13TH ALLOTTED Day. } 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. JeFrrREys (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. } 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 
Cass IV. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘‘That asum, not exceeding £808,828, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1904, for Public Education in 
Scotland, and for Science and Art in 
Scotland, including a Grant-in-Aid.” 


*Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness) said 
the action of the Department was very un- 
fair tothe Highland schools. He thought 
instead of a grant to provide more 
certificated teachers, there should be a 
‘special grant to increase the perfectly 
inadequate salaries of the teachers 
in isolated and small schools, so as to 
attract teachers of greater qualifications. 
It must be remembered, too, that the 
position of the children in the Highland 
districts required special consideration, 
as the homes of many of them were 
from three to five miles from school. 
The children came in all weathers, often 
arrived tired and wet, with the provision 
for their midday meal already consumed, 
so that they spent the day cold and wet 
and hungry and miserable, and in a 
condition perfectly incapable of taking 
advantage of the education offered them. 
He also appealed for some opportunities 
of technical education in the Outer 
Hebrides, and suggested that the sum for 
this purpose should be drawn from the 
Grant under discussion rather than from 
the funds of the Congested Districts 
Board. The children of the Highlands were 
well worth educating. Whatever might be 
said of the children in other parts of the 
country, there wag no physical deteriora- 
tion here. It had been proved over and 
over again that when Highland children 


VOL, CXXIII. [Fourtu SERIES. | 


| got the chance, they were able not only 
|to take a good place, but a high place, 
| in life. 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., 
| Keighley) said he was acquainted with 
districts in which provision had been 
made for bringing children from outside 
places to the towns where the technical 
schools were situated, and no objection 
had been raised thereto by either the 
Board of Education or the auditors. He 
suggested that possibly the Lord 
Advocate might be able, either by 
Minute or otherwise, to do something of 
the same character in connection with 
the scattered districts in Scotland. It 
was very desirable that there should be 
means of conveyance for both children 
and teachers, otherwise those who lived 
in the country districts were placed at a 
great disadvantage in the matter of 
education. As to the question of food, 
in some schools provision was made on 
the premises for the supply of food at 
very low rates, and he commended that 
plan to the consideration of the right 
hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. HARMSWORTH — (Caithness- 
shire) joined in the appeal on behalf of 
the schools which were excluded from 
the benefits of the latest Minute of the 
Department. At the General Assembly 
of the United Free Churches it was 
unanimously resolved to memorialise the 
right hon. Gentleman on the subject, 
and he believed that had been done. 
The poor districts were really being 
penalised for their poverty. Not only 
were they unable to obtain such teachers 
as they ought to have, but they were 
precluded from participation in the 
Equivalent Grant becauseof their poverty. 
The education rate in his own constitu- 
ency was anything up to 2s. 3d. in the 
pound, while in the neighbouring 
county it was anything up to 2s. 9d., 
and it was absurd to expect the people 
in these poor districts to pay anything 
further for the provision of educational 
facilities. He believed it was the fact 
that many of the teachers in the poorer 
places had never been out of the dis- 
tricts in which they taught, and were 
little better informed than the pupils 
they were supposed to instruct. If the 
right hon. Gentleman would take the 


3A 
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case of these schools into his considera- 

tion he would find that a special grant 

might well be made. It was only right 

that the people should have a certificated | 
teacher to instruct their children. With 

regard to the children who had to travel 

long distances to school, he realised that 

it wasa very difficult matter to deal 

with, but he hoped the Lord Advocate 

would be able to devise some method by | 
which the difficulty might be met. 
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relief of the school rates. It was true the 
Lord Advocate had said that the arrange- 
ments were of a temporary character, 
and that everything would have to be 
put into the melting pot next year, but 
once aid was given to the rates it was 
extremely difficult to withdraw it. 


With regard to the Minute, there 
appeared to beno direct provision in Clause 
1 that the money when earned by any of 
the schools under (a), (4), or (¢) should 


really be devoted to the improvement of 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) said | 
the case to which reference had been 
made was one which particularly de- 
manded the consideration of the Govern- 
ment, especially on the present occasion, 
when they had this extra money at their 
disposal for the encouragement of educa- 
tion in the backward districts. He bad 
had communications from friends in the 
northern Highlands putting the case 
even more strongly than it had been put 
by his hon, friend. The schools would 
not come at all within the terms of the 
Minute. They could not and ought not 
to be expected to go to the expense of 
an additional teacher, but they were 
exactly the schools which needed extra 
help. The Highlands had suffered more 
than any other part of Scotland from 
the fact that, owing to their isolation, the 
teachers had not been so well educated, 
well trained, or well paid as they should 
be, with the result that the standard of 
training and of education had been much 
lower than in other parts of the country. 
The Government could not put a sub- 
stantial portion of this money to better 
use than by using it for the improvement 
of the class of teachers in remote country 
schools. This object might be secured 
either by improving the training or by 
supplementing the salaries. In three or 
four of the north-eastern counties for the 
last fifty or sixty years there had been 
in operation two trusts for the purpose 
of supplementing the salaries of the parish 
school teachers in the district, with the 
result that the teachers almost invariably 
possessed a University degree, and the 
schools had been brought to a high 
standard of educational efficiency. Why 
should not advantage be taken of the 
present windfall to do something in that 
direction? Like some of his hon. friends, 


he was rather disappointed at the manner 

in which this money had been allocated, 

the greater proportion having gone in the 
Mr. Harmsworth. 


the teaching staff. Doubtless that was the 
intention of the Department, but there 
was nothing in the terms of the Minute 
to prevent the School Board or the 
managers of voluntary schools putting 
the extra money into the common fund. 
He suggested that the intention of the 
Department should be clearly stated, so 
that the money would be used for increas- 
ing the number of teachers, improving 
their conditions and capacity, and, he 
hoped, supplementing their salaries. He 
thought the teachers as a body had a 
substantial grievance, and that, if from 
year to year they were to have additional 
duties imposed upon and better work 
expected from them, they ought to have 
held out to them the prospect of better 
salaries than they now enjoyed, with an 
improved social and educational status. 
He could not view with equanimity the 
prospect of an Education Bill for Scotland 
next year. The Lord Advocate would 
probably be the first to disclaim the idea 
that English educational ideas should 
affect Scoteh educational reforms, but 
the same fountain could not bring forth 
waters both sweet and bitter, and it was 
impossible to ignore the fact that the 
educational measures of the present 
Government had been extremely ob- 
noxious to English public opinion, and 
pre-eminently distasteful to Scotch 
opinion. However, nobody could tell what 
would happen between this year and next, 
but he certainly thought the prospects 
of Scotch education were not favourable 
so long as the Government retained the 
ideas embodied in the Education Act of 
last year and the London Education Bill 
of this. He had heard with interest and 
approval the statement of the Lord 
Advocate that advantage was being taken 
of the Edinburgh Museum of Science and 
Art being placed under the Education 
Department to make that institution 
more of an educational oftice in Scotland 
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than had hitherto been the case. That 
was a step in the right direction, as Scot- 
land had a right to have within its own 
borders, and amenable to the public 
opinion of the country, the administration 
of so important a national interest as 
education. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
emphasised what had been said with 
regard to the Highland schools, whose 
classes in many instances have been 
better taught than those farther south. 
The Government ought really to 
do something for the Highlands, not 
out of charity, but in order to give 
them facilities for securing that higher 
deucation which used there to exist. 
In the case of Stornoway the Inspector 
had stated that there ought to be a 
technical institution there. That was 
exactly one of those cases which might 
have been dealt with by using the 
money provided under this Vote. The 
Lord Advocate had expressed his 
satisfaction in regard to school attend- 
ance in Scotland, but in this respect 
he supposed the right hon. Gentleman 
had been taking his brief from the 
Scotch Education Department. He 
would give an illustration of how it 
was that the Department often gave 
ai apparently flourishing condition of 
things when those who tested the 
statistics could show that there was 
no such progress, and as a matter of 
fact things were in an unsatisfactory 
condition. Take the number of children 
on the register. This would show how 
absurd it was for the Lord Advocate 
to say that the attendance was satis- 
factory. He had pointed out that on 
the school register there had been an 
increase over the previous year of 
1,177 children, but the right hon. 
Gentleman omitted the important fact 
that meanwhile the population had 
increased by 1.1 per cent., whereas the 
increase on the register was only °15. 
This showed that, allowing for the 
increase of population alone last yeur, 
the number should have been 7,906 
more. Although they had only got 
an increase of 1,177 the right hon. 
Gentleman was rejoicing notwithstand- 
ing the fact that the figures showed 
them to be 7,906 short of the proper 
total, taking*into account the increase 
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in the population. That was an 
example of the way statistics were 
presented to the House. 

The Lord Advocate said there was a 
decrease in the case of children under 
seven years of ageof2,810. There again 
there ought to have been an_ increase 
of 1,743, and, allowing for the 
increase in the population, the total 
deficiency was 4,553. The deficiency 
between the ages of six and _ seven 
amounted to 1,270, and between the 
ages of five and six 574. If they took 
the case of the older scholars, and took 
into account the increase of population, 
they would\ind there an enormous reduc- 
tion of what ought to be. If they went 
further into the statistics they would 
find that there was a decrease in children 
between eleven and twelve, and there 
was an increase of 630 between the 
ages of twelve and thirteen. There was 
also an increase of 4,070 between the 
ages of thirteen and fourteen. That 
was the result of the working of the 
Education Act of 1901. Those statistics 
made no allowance for the increase of 
population Even taking into account 
the operation of the Act of 1901, they 
actually did not get up to within 2,000 
of the total which ought to have been 
reached according to the natural increase 
of the population. The average attend- 
ance did not show any benefit to those 
on the register at all. The average 
attendance last year was 14°30, in 1898 
it was 14°47, and in 1899-1900 it was 
14°48. He did not complain, but why 
did the Department not state the fact 
clearly that they had’come to a point in 
Scotch education in which they were at 
the straining point ? 

They had invoked the aid of an 
Act compelling children to attend 
school up to fourteen years of age, 
and notwithstanding this the attend- 
ance of children in Scotland had actually 
gone down. [If legislation was a strain 
upon the peoplethen they lost theco-opera- 

tion of the parents, and consequently 
they actually lost in other ways. What 
good from a national point of view would 
it do to keep children at school between 
| the ages of thirteen and fourteen years ? 
At the present time they were kept 
there to prevent them going to work, 
| but they were not being actually edu- 
cated, and instead of doing any good 
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they did harm by keeping the children 
at school against their will. A great 
many people seemed to think that by 
keeping children at school they were 
doing good to them, but in the case of 
children of thirteen or fourteen years of 
age who had passed the fifth or sixth 
standard, the worst thing they could do 
with those children was to compel them 
to go to school up to fourteen years of 
age, because such boys instead of 
dragging out an existence at school 
might have been sent out to work with 
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great advantage. Such boys at once 
came under discipline and __ better 
surroundings, and the money they 


earned would enable their parents to 
feed them better, and better results 
would be obtained all round. He knew 
of many people who did not get much 
education in their early days, but had 
made up for it in later years, and had 
become most successful men. It was 
absurd to keep children at school if it 
meant absolute poverty to them and 
their parents. He was anxious to know 
how the Act was working. The Act 
had shown that there were 4,000 more 
children between thirteen and fourteen 
years of age at school, but what had 
been the effect on the school register ? 
It had shown an absolute decline, and 
they now found the inspectors calling 
out for more vigorous legislation, and 
the application of compulsory powers. 
If they insisted on compulsory powers 
they would do no good educationally. 
He believed they had now come to a 
point at which they had to consider 
what was to be done to regain the 
harmony which the parents’ influence 
produced, for without that harmony it 
was impossible to enforce school attend- 
ance. To get up the attendance in 
Glasgow they had instituted a new 
industrial school and a truant school, 
and they were making efforts to enforce 
the compulsory clauses of the Act. 
That was a bad state of matters, because 
what ought to produce a great improve- 
ment in education was not compulsion, 
but that they should make the school 
attractive and produce a state of things 
whereby the children preferred to go to 
school of their own accord. It was a 
very bad principle to talk about estab- 
lishing industrial and truant schools 


with the view of bringing a good many 
Mr. Caldwell. 
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boys together, because one bad boy in an 
industrial or truant school could do an 
immense amount of harm to other boys 
who were probably more susceptible 
than ordinary children. The inspectors 
had drawn attention to this matter of 
the necessity for compulsion, and there 
were many questions throughout the 
Report showing that after all it was the 
interest of the teachers in the children 
that could produce better attendance. 
Parents did not resent the interfe ence 
of teachers in regard to irregular attend- 
ance, but they generally looked with 
kindness upon the action of the teacher, 
because it showed that they were in- 
terested in the success of the children, 
and consequently parents co-operated 
wherever it was shown that the teachers 
took a real interest in the welfare of the 
children. 


The next thing required was that 
their schools should be made so that 
the children would feel a pleasure in 
coming to them and not be over-pressed 
when they went to school. The present 
system of increasing the average attend- 
ance was by high-pressure. The Lord 
Advocate seemed to think it was an 
advantage to have a high average 
attendance. but this was not so in many 
ways. The inspectors were of the 
opinion that it would be better for the 
children to have a reasonable amount 
of attendance at school and have more 
holidays and more open-air. One in- 
spector pointed out that about four 
hours a day was practically as much 
education as children could properly 


digest, and if they gave them more 
than that they did the children 


more harm than good. Up to the present, 
without the new supplementary course for 
children between twelve and fourteen 
years of age, the teachers considered that 
there was over-pressure in the school. 
The present curriculum had been added 
to quite recently, and physical training, 
drawing, and a number of other subjects 
were now to be added. In order to meet 
these new demands the teachers had gone 
to classes and obtained certificates to 
qualify them to teach subjects which 
were not under the original Code. Even 
in these circumstances the conditions of 
the Code were far more than the teachers 
felt they were able to teach successfully. 
In addition to all this over-pressure there 
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was now to be another class formed of | was why education in Scotland would 


children between twelve and fourteen 


years of age, and they were to be. 


educated in a special manner by supple- 
mentary courses. It was impossible that 
they could have anything like reasonable 
results with the same staff of teachers. 
As a result the schools were over-pressed 


and the children under over-pressure | 
were not attended to in the way they | 


ought to be. 
of the extraordinary circumstance that 
last year the numbers on the roll 
had been enormously reduced. When 
too much pressure was put on, the 
school was made distasteful to the 
children and parents did not show 
that co-operation in regard to school 
attendance which was to be desired. 
He maintained that a good deal of this 
was due to the change which had taken 
place in regard to the system of examina- 
tion. 


That was the explanation | 


suffer. 


He was glad to see from the in- 
spectors’ reports that a considerable 
amount of good work had been done by 
introducing improvements in the new 
school buildings recently erected. He 
thought this showed that the School 
Boards were rising to the occasion by 
providing what was required to meet 
the educational necessities of their 
localities. He noticed that in the case 
of the county of Ayr an Episcopal school 
was reported to be the worst in the 
whole district. That led him to point 


out that it was a pity that in giving the 


grant to voluntary schools it was handed 
over without any restriction whatever. 
Another point worth considering was 
that the playgrounds in some places 
were unsuitable and not kept in proper 


_order, while some were not provided 


Under the old system established in | 


1872 education was put on the foot- 
ing of beginning with the lowest class 
in society and making education com- 
pulsory on everyone. It was a system 
by which the authorities: could make 
sure that the very poorest child was 
educated. The children were examined 


every year in each standard, and it was | 
only when a child was able to pass the | 


standard that payment was made. 


That | 


system was fair to the State, the child, | 


and the parent. By the change in- 


dividual examination had been abolished, | 
was a Matter of no moment, because the 


and schools were not graded on the 
system of standards at all. Each teacher 
had his own system of development, 
and each schoo! had its own system of 
organisation. 
made with the view to a certain end, 


That change had been | 


namely, that the clever children might | 


go up toa certain standard. But the 
effect of that was that what might be 


children were allowed to fall down, and | 


nobody seemed to know the state they 
were in. Every inspector pointed out 
now how difficult it was to get at the 
attainments of the children on account 


of the change in the method of examina- | 


tion What was the present system ? 
They were putting all their energies 
into having a great many requirements. 
They were beginning at the top without 


| was. taken. 


with shelter sheds. These were defects 
which should not be allowed to exist, 
and something should be done by the 
Department to have them remedied. 
There were several points in the Minute 
which deserved the attention of the 
Committee. The Lord Advocate knew 
that it was now admitted that they 
should deal with the amount given to 
Scotland on the principle of the Equiva- 
lent Grant. Whether it was dealt with 
by the equivalent being given on the 
basis of population, or the basis of eighty 
to a hundred as under the old system, 


amount was the same whichever view 
The amount given to 
England was £2,200,000 a year. 


Attention called to the fact that there 
were not forty Members present. 


House counted, and there being forty 


called the less clever and backward  Present— 


Mr. CALDWELL said the grant to 
England of £2,200,000 wiped out the 
necessitous School Boards grant, and also 
the voluntary schools grant. Assuming 
that the proportion of 11-80ths was 
the correct proportion due to Scotland, 
| the correct sum that ought to have been 
_ paid to her was £302,500, whereas only 
| £278,600, or £23,900 less than the proper 
amount, had been paid. There could be 


having any solid foundation, and that! no doubt that that would be the fair 
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amount for Scotland. But what did 
the Lord Advocate do? He split the 
English money into two, and in 1897 he 
did not give Scotland the full sum she 
was entitled to under the Equivalent 
Grant. The hon. and learned Gentle- 
man now said, referring to what was 
done in 1897, ‘“‘We will adhere to the 
old arrangement.” Nothing could be 
more ridiculous than a position of that 
kind. With regard to the position of the 
matter in 1897, the Lord Advocate knew 
that at that time there was a sum of 
£26,000 which he said Scotland would 
yet—that was to say, the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would make up this sum 
to Scotland in order to keep the school 
fee grant upto 12s. The Lord Advocate 
now said that the probate duty grant had 
increased more than had been anticipated, 
and that that was why Scotland did not 
need any part whatever of the £26,000. 
He desired to point out to the Lord 
Advocate that this position of matters 
was brought about not because the 
probate duty grant had increased, but 
because of an absolute mistake on 
the part of the Department through 
not taking into account the residue 


of the probate duty payable under | 


the Local Government Act of 1899. 
The Government themselves admitted 
that Scotland had lost no less than 
£150,000 during the last six years 
through the blundering of the Scotch 
Education Department. He was sure 
that if the matter were properly ex- 
plained to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, and if the Scotch Education 
Department were honestly to own up 
that they had made a mistake, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would pay 
the money up at once. 


Then Scotland ought to have 
an equivalent grant to that given 
to England to the voluntary schools 
when the School Boards were wiped 
away. As to the teachers, it was 
said last year that accommodation 
could be given in the training colleges 
for 534 students, and now there was 
accommodation for 691; but last year 
no fewer than 822 pupil teachers and 
135 non-pupil teachers, or a total of 
957, passed their examination, so that 
there was a deficiency of accommoda- 
tion in the training colleges for 266 
students. Every inspector told of the 


Mr. Caldwell, 
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great difference there was between the 
teachers who had been trained in a 
college and those who had not been, 
because there was no room for them in 
any of the colleges. Last year there 
were 320 acting teachers in Scotland 
who had not passed through a training 
college at all. He could not conceive a 
greater folly than this system of non- 
provision of facilities for the educational 
training of teachers. Then as to the 
matter of leaving certificates. The new 
Minute said that where two languages 
were taken one of them must be Latin, 
and he rather approved of that because it 
would form a connecting link between 
the school and the University, where 
Latin was absolutely necessary for a 
degree in Arts. 


COLONEL DENNY (Kilmarnock 
Burghs) said that the hon. Member had 
complained that the students in the 
training colleges did not get sufficient 
fresh air, but that was not the fault of 
the Education Department; for he was 
sure if the managers of the training 
colleges, or of any school, approached 
the Education Department they would 
sanction any expenditure for the pro- 
vision of more fresh air and outdoor 
work for the children. No one could 
have read the Report of the Royal 
Commission on Physical Culture without 
feeling that there was much necessity 
for a change. It was absolutely certain 
that if the present state of things were 
allowed to continue, in a few years so 
great would be the deterioration of the 
children that the problem would become 
so serious as to menace our existence as 
a nation of men. There should be some 
sort of medical supervision, and money 
should not stand in the way. In one 
school it was found that no fewer than 
90 per cent. of the children had some- 
thing wrong with them. That was 
perfectly amazing considering that the 
children at the present day were better 
clothed and better fed than they were 
torty or fifty years ago. Fifty per cent. 
of the recruits were cast from the 
Army on account of their bad teeth, 
and he would urge the School Boards 
to appoint not only a dentist but an 
oculist to each school. If they did so 
he did not believe that the Education 
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Department would stand in the way, 
but would say that it was to their 


credit that they had made such appoint- | 


ments. In many cases the eyesight of 


a child was at fault when he was sup-| 


posed to be slow in brain, dull, or idle. 
In fact, sometimes the child could not 
see a word on his lesson book. [An 


Hon. Memper: “ What about the hear- | 


ing?”’] Hearing was often associated 


with defective eyesight, and defective | 


hearing could be often cured by a 
simple operation. No Scotchman with 
any regard for the reputation of his 
race could read the Report of the Royal 
Commission without asking the Govern- 
ment to encourage a system of medical 
inspection in the schools. He concurred 
with the hon. Member for West Ren- 
frewshire as to the inadvisability of devot- 
ing auy part of the Equivalent Grant 
to the aid of local rates. The money 
would disappear without any advan- 
tage accruing toeducation, and heurged in 
the strongest manner that the £212,000 
should be given to building technical 
schools. He was sure that if the Edu- 
cation Department devoted that capital 
sum torsuch a purpose nobody would com- 
plain. As to the teaching of Latin in 
schools, he admitted that nothing 
should be done to discourage the teach- 
ing of Latin to lads intended for a pro- 
fessional career; but he had been too 
long in business, and had travelled too 
much on the Continent of Europe not 
to know the importance of the acquisi- 
tion of modern languages. A man who 
went as a traveller in the interests of 
British manufacturers to France, Ger- 
many, and Russia might as well stay at 
home if he did not know the modern 
languages He knew men who had 
been trained in Latin in school and 
college, who were of no use in business 
life because of their want of knowledge 
of modern languages. The Scotch Edu- 
cation Department had no doubt in- 
sisted on Latin in the leaving certificate, 
with the best intentions in the world, 
but if it were insisted upon it might be 
attended with the most disastrous re- 
sults so far as those who 


cerned. 


There was another point to which 
he wished to refer. He had sat 
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wished to} 
follow a commercial career were con- | 
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'for eighteen months as one of the 
representatives of this House on the 
Royal Commission appointed to inquire 
‘into the condition of the Mercantile 
Marine, and to see what could be done 
to induce more British lads to go to sea 
and stay there. One of the complaints 
made from almost all the witnesses was 
the defective cooking on board ship; and 
what was wanted was that the average 
sailor should be able to cook something 
fit to eat. That could not be done with- 
out education. He remembered one 
captain saying that a good cook could 
make a pudding from a couple of lbs. 
of flour which would fill a cabin, while 
a bad cook would not make a pudding 
from the same quantity of flour bigger 
than a cricket ball. 


THe DEPUTY GHAIRMAN said he 
did not see any grant for sea cooking 
down on the Estimates. 


CoLoneEL DENNY said that there 
ought to have been; and all that he 
asked was that the Lord Advocate 
should take this matter into considera- 
tion. He wished to congratulate the 
Scotch Education Department and the 
Gentleman at its head on the good work 
they had done. That Gentleman might 
rest assured that although hon. Members 
sometimes criticised sharply enough cer- 
tain things which the Department had 
done, they all felt that the Department 
was one of which Scotsmen might well 
be proud, and they only desired to make 
it still more effecient. 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said he 
could assure the hon. and gallant Mem- 
ber who had just sat down that the 
Education Department hoped to be able 
to do something in the matter of in- 
creasing the facilities for cookery in- 
struction under the Continuation Code. 
He supposed he might take it that the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman considered 
size and quality as being always equal. 
The hon. Member for Mid Lanark had 
spoken at some length on the old story 
of the exact amount of money due to 
Scotland on the principle of the equivalent 
grant. He could not accept the hon. 
Member's statement that the loss of 
| £26,000 per annum for a period of years 
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was due to the Scotch Education Depart- | 
ment. It was right that he should say 
that, because what was offered by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was a} 
promise which was estimated in value 
at £26,000. That Estimate might have 
been right or wrong, and the point to- 
night was that the Department had 
successfully persuaded the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer that they should have 
the money in cash in future. He would 
remind the hon. Member for Mid Lanark 
that they could not take this matter of 
the Equivalent Grant piecemeal as he was 
inclined to do. If they took the sum of 
the imperial subventions between 1890 
and 1901 to the assi-tance of the local 
authorities, it would be found that 
Scotland had not at all the worst of the 
divide. As to the disposition of the 
money by Minute, that course had been 
adopted because the money was given 
this year by means of a general grant 
from the Treasury, and, therefore, the 
introduction of a Bill was not necessary. 
A Bill was necessary in the case of Eng- 
land and Ireland, because Parliament 
was making certain legislative changes 
by which the money was diverted to 
other purposes. If the money granted 
to Scotland had been diverted to other 
purposes it also would have to be dealt 
with by a Bill. The present system did 
not do away with Parliamentary control. 


Coming to the merits of the 
Minute, that portion of it which dealt 
with the relief given to the smaller 
schools had, generally speaking, ob- 


tained the approbation of most of the | 


speakers. The hon. Member for Leith, 


while entirely in sympathy with the | 


object, seemed to think that these 
grants to the smaller schools would 


prejudice what he considered would be | 


a great reform in the educational system 


in Seotland—viz., the enlarging the | 
School Board areas. He did not think | 
that the enlarging of the School Board | 


areas for the purposes of administration 
would very much affect the question of 
school supply in sparsely populated dis- 
tricts. The hon. Member for Inverness- 
shire and the hon. Member for East 


Aberdeen seemed to think that the | 


Highland schools had _ not _ been 
treated with generosity under the 
Minute. He was in sympathy with 
the object which these gentlemen had 


Mr. A. Graham Murray. 
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in view, but he would point out that 
the grant was given to Scotland as an 
equivalent to that which was given to 
all parishes in England. It would not 
be right to give it in Scotland otherwise 
than in proportions corresponding to 
local effort. A great many hon. Members 
had compiained that the relief had 
gone to the rates. He did not admit 
that the grant was to be regarded as a 
relief to the rates. It was the charge 
which had been in England an Imperial 
contribution to local resources for 
primary education, and it was as an 
Imperial subvention to local resources 
of primary education in Scotland that 
it must be regarded. The hon. Members 
for the Border Burghs and for Banft- 
shire had made it a grievance that in 
this money voluntary schools had a 
share. 


Mr. BLACK: No. I complained 
of the method of allocation. I said if it 
was only temporary the voluntary schools 
would lose, because their voluntary sub- 
scriptions would be wiped out. 


| Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY said he 
understood the hon. Men:ber to object 
to the money being given to voluntary 
schools. It had been said that it would 
not be right to give any of this money 
to Roman Catholic or Episcopal schools ; 
but the money was given in England to 
aid the local resources that went to 
provide primary education. Why, then, 
should not the same be done in Scotland ? 
He was asked why none of this money 
was given to continuation schools. The 
reason was that they were schools which 
were not necessary in every part of the 
country. As tothe propriety of giving 
building grants, £6,500 had been given 
lately in that way, and it was probable 
that more grants of the kind would be 
made. Of course the distribution under 
the Minute was merely a temporary 
distribution. He did not at all mean 
that he did not think the distribution a 
proper distribution, even if it had been 
| permanent ; but if there was to be a 
new Bill it was quite obvious that the 
whole of the educational resources must 
'be within the purview of that Bill, and 
| accordingly the arrangement could only 
be temporary at present. He noticed 
|that the hon. Member for the Border 
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Burghs made a speech at the end of a 
convivial gathering recently in the 
course of which he said that he would 
sooner abandon his political life thaa 
see the subject of Scotch education 
handled by the present Government. 
Ot course they would be grieved to see 
the hon. Member leave political life, and 
he did hope that if he were allowed to 
bring in the Bill next year, it would not 
be at such a cost. A great deal had been 
siid about the ciroulars. In particular 
the hon. Member for Leith had com- | 
plained that too much was left in the 
power of the Department, and that every- | 
thing was done by circular and Minute. | 
He thought the hon. Member forgot what | 
a circular was. It was the Code only that 
was operative, and the authority of the 
Code itself was only perfect after it had | 
been on the Table of the House, when the 
constitutional method of objecting or | 
vindicating the control by Parliament 
was to present an address asking that 
sanction might not be given to the Code. | 
He really did not see what other Parlia- 
mentary control there could be over this 
Department, any more than there was 
over any other Department. There were | 
only two ways in which Parliament could 
exercise control over a Department—first, | 
by dealing with any Bill which emanated | 
from the Department, and secondly, by 
criticising the Estimates and moving 
reductions. 


A good deal had been said about | 
London and Edinburgh. Some speakers 
had talked of a_ consultative body ; 
but could anything be imagined more 
fatal to the progress of education in | 
Scotland than that there should be | 

! 
| 


continual collisions between a consulta- | 
tive body, which would have to be elected 
in some way, and the Education Depart- 
ment ? If they did not have collisions it 
would be oniy because the Education 
Department gave in to the consultative 
body, and then once again there would be 
the old story that they were ruled by 
a body not responsible to Parliament. 
As to the circular about modern languages, 
he very much regretted the extraordinarily 
strong language which had been used by 
the right hon. Baronet behind him, as well 
as by the hon Member for Kincardine- 
shire and North-west Lanarkshire. <A 
complete misconception seemed to pre- 
vail. The mistake could hardly be 
made, unless only the one circular had 
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been read, without the circulars which 
accompanied it. The one thing the 
Department had done more than another 
lately had been to encourage and not to 
discourage, as seemed to he suggested, 
the cultivation of modern languages. As 
to the provision that of two languages 
one should be Latin, that was because the 
leaving certificate was meant for two 


classes of people—those who were going 


to a University and those who were going 
into the teaching profession. But for 
other branches there was the commercial 


| certificate, which did not necessitate the 


taking of Latin at all, but allowed two 
modern languages to be taken, and the 
commercial certificate wasin no way inferior 
to the leaving certificate —the only differ- 
ence wasthatit represented ashortercourse. 
There was suitable provision for special 
After the inter- 
mediate stage, commercial subjects were 
given a special direction, and the in- 
struction in foreign languages was con- 
cerned chietly with the vocabulary and 


| subject matter of commercial proceedings. 


Would the hon. Gentleman prefer a 
clerk brought up and trained in every- 
day conversation and commercial pro- 


| ceedings, or trained in the more strictly 


linguistic teaching for which the leaving 
certificate was given! As a practical 
man he would choose the former; and 
that is precisely the clerk he would get 
under the commercial certificate. ‘This 
circular had been most extraordinarily 
misunderstood, and when the proposals 
of the Department were viewed, not from 
one circular alone, but from all th 
circulars, it would be at once seen that, 
so far from discouraging the study of 
modern languages, the Department had 
fostered the study of modern languages 
in a manner which was specially desir- 
able in commercial life. With reference 
to Circular 374, the hon. Member for 
North-west Lanark quoted a portion of 
a speech of a well known and most 
respected lady, Miss Flora Stevenson. 
He could not allow the hon. Member to 
hide himself behind the skirts of Miss 
Flora Stevenson. The hon. Member 
should have the courage of his convie- 
tions, and say whether he disapproved 
of those supplementary courses or not. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Aberdeen spoke of specialisation : 
but his reply was that no one who read 
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Circular 374 as a whole could fairly say 
that there was any tendency to specialisa- 
tion in it. Having known and admired 
the vigour of denunciation at the 
command of the right hon. Gentleman 
whenever he had a case, he listened to 
his half-hearted denunciation of the 
circular, and came to the conclusion 


that, after all, he had not very much to | 


Say against it. 


Mr. BRYCE said he did not denounce 
the circular in any sense. He said it 
was vague; but so far from denouncing 


it he desired to convey that it had con- | 
siderable merits, and that something of | 


the kind was wanted. 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said 
that the right hon. Gentleman had now 
praised him even more than he expected. 


As to physical training, he was quite | 


sure that the amount of attention given 
to the work of the Commission, especi- 


ally by such a recognised authority as | 


the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Cambridge University, would give 
an impetus to the subject which would 
lift its interest far beyond the somewhat 
prosaic region of their Scotch debate. 


The question of ventilation had been | 


very much the care of the Department 


and of the inspectors, but, as the hon. | 
Member for Leith Burghs said, it was | 
Even in | 


really a very difficult subject. 
this House, with unlimited money, they 
had not been able to secure perfect 
ventilation. He was inclined to agree 
with the remark of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Cambridge 
University that ventilation in these 
country schools depended more upon 
adequate heating than anything else. 
There was no difficulty in getting fresh 


air. The great difficulty was that fresh | 


air was shut out owing to the cold being 
too great. After all, the system of the 


open fireplace was better for ventilation | 


thanany artificial system unless it was con- 


trived with extraordinary skill and care. | 


The question of feeding the children was 
a very large one and went far beyond 
the Education Department. He could 
assure the hon. Member who was now 


reposing near him that the Department | 


had already written to several School 
Boards asking how far they could 


carry out the recommendations. The 
Mr. A. Graham Murray. 
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skilled 
Committee along with the English De- 
partment to advise on.the model course 
of physical exercises, and they were con- 


| Department had appointed a 


sidering the question of medical and 
sanitary inspection. They could not, 
however, deal with the subject without 
| communication with the School Boards 
/and the Treasury. But he could assure 
‘the Committee that the matter would 
not be lost sight of. Several hon. Meni- 
bers asked questions with reierence to 
'the conveyance of children in country 
districts. That was asomewhat difficult 
matter which had also been considered 
by the Department and would be re- 
considered. The hon. Member for 
Kincardineshire asked him a question 
‘about students not being allowed a 
certificate for dynamics unless they took 
up mathematics also. The object was 
that it should be certain that the student 
who presented himself for dynamics had 
| not forgotten his mathematics. 


The hon. Member for Banfishire referred 
| tothe terrible use of the word “ English ” 
| instead of “ British” in the school books. 
| He was entirely in favour of using the 
| proper word; and, as a rule, he was 
not caught out in a public speech in 
using the word ‘“ English’? when he 
ought to use the word “* British.” He 
was quite in favour of a proper practice 
being followed in all Government 
Departments, but he could not say that 


‘in this matter there was a great 
|grievance. Inquiry had been made 


'through all the inspectors, and it was 
found that such school books as were 
|published in Scotland were perfectly 
‘orthodox and always used ‘“ British.” 
A certain number of books published in 
| England used “ English ” perhaps in an 
improper sense, but after all history was 
not all taught out of school books. He 
‘could scarcely promise that they were 
| going to re-edit Macaulay, and Green's 
“Short History of the English People” 
with a view to the use of the proper word. 
Accordingly he did not think that the 
| Department should exercise very rigid 
| supervision in this matter, while making 
it quite clear that the word “ British ” 
|ought to be used. When he heard this 
subject unduly pressed it reminded him 
'of the gentleman who was sent down in 
| the wrong place to dinner, and evidently 
did not know his own social position. 
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He would recommend the hon. Member | 


for Banffshire to adopt the attitude 


adopted by the First Lord of the) 
done, it ought to be given in proportion 


Treasury, and, in a more humble manner, 


by himself, and feel so sure that he did | 


the right thing in being born a Scotchman, 
that he need never worry about it. The 
Scottish people could afford to treat with 
a certain amount of disregard these little 
slips in the use of the wrong word in 
school books, and he saw no reason why 
on account of these slips such school 
books should be placed on an index 
expurgatorius. He thought he had now 
dealt with all the special topics which 
had been raised. The hon. Member for 
Mid Lanark dealt with the general 
question ; and he listened, as he always 
did, to the hon. Gentleman with rapt 
interest, but the hon. Gentleman was 
really laudator temporis acti. He longed 


for the old days when there were standards 


and payments by results, but his speech 
did not contain very much _ practical 
suggestion. 


Mr. CROMBIE said he thought 
the answer of the Lord Advocate with 
reference to the circular was extremely 
unsatisfactory ; indeed he did not think 
that the hon. Gentleman made any 
proper answer at all. The leaving 
certificate was after all the highest 
certificate for secondary education that 
could be given, and at present the Depart- 
ment refused to give it for two modern 
languages. The LordiAdvocate said there 
wasa commercial certificate, and that acom- 
mercial man ought to accept a clerk with 
that certificate rather than a clerk with a 
leaving certificate. He did not agree. 
A clerk who was educated in modern 
languages up to the age of seventeen was 
likely to be better than one who had only 
been educated up to the age of sixteen. 
To refuse a certificate in such cireum- 
stances was to degrade modern languages 
and to do a great evil to the commercial 
life of the community. On that ground 
he begged to move the reduction of the 
vote by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That a sum not exceeding £808,728, be 
granted for the said Service.”—(.Wr. 
Cromlie.) 


*Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON supported 
the Motion. With reference to the re- 
mission of the rates, if it was to be 


to the burden of the rates. He remem- 
bered once sitting on a parochial board 
where it was suggested thata penny should 
be put on the rates for the sake of appear- 
ances, to avoid conducting education at a 
profit. That, he thought, might occur in 
certain parishes if the rates were to be re- 
lieved. The remission ought to be dis- 
tributed in such a way as to relieve 
burdens where they seriously interfered 
with education. He could conceive 
nothing worse than the scheme of relief 
of the rates provided in the Minute. He 
thought the Department was extraor- 
dinarily independent of Parliament in this 
matter; and it was high time that the 
Department should be once more brought 
under its control. He supported the 
reduction, though he felt obliged for 
the original statement of the Lord 
Advocate and for the trouble he had 
taken in replying to the questions which 
had been asked. 


*Mr. JOHN DEWAR also supported 
the Motion in the interests of the unfor- 
tunate schools in the Highlands which 
have not, cannot have, and ought not to 
have, two certificated teachers. 


Mr. A, GRAHAM MURRAY said he 
could not allow Cireular 374 to be dis- 
missed with such unjust aspersions on its 
character. He did not think the hon 
Member for Kincardineshire had at all 
realised the position. 


Mr. CALDWELL rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, “ That the Question 
be now put;” but the Chairman with- 
held his assent, and declined then to 
put that Question. Debate resumed. 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said it 
was perfectly clear that if the circular 
were read— 


And, it being midnight, the Chairman 
left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 
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passed after midnight on Supply nights. 
He would therefore move to report 
Progress. 


1403 
Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Monday next. 





MARINE STORE DEALERS (IRELAND) | 
ana. Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Chairman do report Progress, 


| 

| 

| 

Considered in Committee. ‘ ie 
| and ask leave to sit again. 


(In the Committee.) | 
| Mr. ATKINSON said that the Bill 


[Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the | Was an agreed measure, and that the effect 
Chair. | | of postponing it would be to kill it. 
Clause 1 agreed to. Mr. CALDWELL said that if there 

was no objection to the Bill, it would pass 


‘ ¢ \ F _ 
Clause 2 :— on 3 fonday. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.) moved Mr. ATKINSON said that there was a 


to insert after the word “articles” “ pro- | general desire that the Bill should pass. 


vided that where articles of the same | 
kind, value, or description are on a par-|  yjp NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
ticular oceasion bought or sold in a lot | Green) said the Bill had met with the 
or parcel, it will be sufficient to describe approval of all the representatives from 
such lot or parcel without describing the Ireland, and he appealed to the hon. 
several articles contained therein separ- | \jomber to permit it to pass. 
ately.” 
Mr. FLAVIN: (Kerry, N.) said he 
Amendment proposed— wished to join in the appeal to the hon. 


.,., | Member to allow the Bill to go through. 

“In page 2, line 14, after the word ‘article 
to insert the words, ‘ Provided that where 
articles of the same kind, value, and descrip- Me. CARSUINS. cd tes ete ce 


tion are on any particular occasion bought or | ; 
sold in a lot or parcel it will be sufficient to | fident the Bill could be passed on Mon- 


describe such lot or parcel without describing day. It would be dangerous to accept 
each of the several articles comprising same. — —— - b i 
(Mr. MacVeugh.) the principle that Bills might be passed 
on Supply nights, as hon. Members went 
= away at midnight in the belief that Bills 
Question proposed, ‘ That those words 
: a | would not be taken. 
be there inserted. 


E *"TORNEY-GENERAL For . 
nag ie _— ‘ — Question put, and agreed to. 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
v.) said he thought it would not be wise , 
=a - . ~ ™ d aaitins Committee report progress, to sit 
é y the Amendment. * 
eine cil eae again upon Monday next. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) | bi 
, : ; Adjourned at eight minutes after 
said he strongly objected to Bills being | Twelve o'clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have not been complied with: Alexandra 
Park and Palace. 


The same was ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


Great Northern Railway Bill; The 
Lord Chancellor informed the House that 
the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn : 
The orders made on the 14th of May 


and Monday last discharged, and Bill 


committed. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 
Bill [H.L.]; Reported from the Select 
Committee with Amendments, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next. 


Mid Yorkshire Tramways Bill [H.1.] ; 
Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


Manchester Southern Tramways Bill 
[u.L.]; Read 3*, and passed, and sent to 
the Commons. 


Metropolitan Police Provisional Order 
Bill (No. 120); Broughty Ferry Gas 
Provisional Order Bill (No. 121) ; 
Hamilton Burgh Provisional Order Bill 
(No. 122); Military Lands Provisional 
Orders Bill (No. 123); Brought from 
the Commons ; Read 1*; to be printed ; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 
(Transfer) Bill; Brought from the 
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Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill; Order of yesterday for the 
| Commitment of the Bill to a Committee 
|of the Whole House on Monday next 
discharged, and Bill committed: The 
Committee to be proposed by the Com- 
mittee of Selection. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill ; Read 3* (according to Order), 
_and passed, 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill [H.L.] ; 
Read 3* (according to Order), and passed, 
and sent to the Commons. 


Naval Work Provisional Order Bill : 
Committee of the Whole House (which 
stands appointed for this day), put off to 
Monday next. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
AFRICA No. 6. (1903.) 
Report by His Majesty’s Commissioner 
on the East Africa Protectorate. 


WELLINGTON COLLEGE. 


Report of the Governors, for the year 
ended the 3lst December, 1902; with 
accounts. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Orders made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners and modified and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade. 


Authorising the construction of light 
railways between Stockton Heath and 
Northwich, and elsewhere in the County 
of Chester. 


Authorising the construction of light 
railways in the County Borough of 
Warrington and in the parishes of Stock- 
ton Heath and Latchford Without, in 
the County of Chester. 


Commons ; Read 1*, and referred to the | 


Examiners. 


St. Luke’s Church and Parish Quoad 
Sacra Edinburgh Order Confirmation Bill. 
{H.L.]; Returned from the Commons 
agreed to. 


Winchester Water and Gas 
Midland Railway Bill; Returned from 
the Commons with the 
agreed to. 


VOL. CXXIIT. [Fourtu Sertes.] 


Bill ; | 


Amendments | 


Authorising the construction of light 
railways in the County of Kent, in the 
/County Borough of Canterbury, and in 
the rural districts of Bridge and of Blean, 
and in the urban district of Herne Bay. 


Authorising the County Council of 
Middlesex to take lands for widening 
roads on which light railways will be 
| laid in the parishes of Edgware, Finchley, 





1407 Preferential Tariffs— 
Friern Barnet, Hendon, Kingsbury, Little 
Stanmore, Southgate, Tottenham, Wil- 


lesden, and Wood Green in the County 
of Middlesex. 


Authorising the compulsory purchase 
of lands for the purposes of the Cole 
and Trawden Light 
1901, and for other purposes. 


Presented (by Command),and ordered to 
lie on the Table. 


BISHOPRICS OF SOUTHWARK AND 
BIRMINGHAM BILL [u.t.}. 


[SECOND READING. } 


Order of for the Second 


Reading read. 


the day 


Lorp BELPER: My _ Lords, I under- 
stand that a wish has been expressed by 
some noble Lords that more time should 


be given for the consideration of this | 


Bill. If that is the general wish of the 
House I will postpone the Second 
Reading until Monday. 


Eart SPENCER: I certainly did hear | 
that there were certain persons very | 
much interested in this Bill who did not | 
have the print of it in their hands until | 
I understand that copies of | 


last night. 
the Bill were circulated to your Lord- 
ships early on Wednesday morning, and 
if that is so I think a little longer time 
should be allowed before the Second 
Reading stage is taken. It is true that 
it is on the lines of a Bill introduced last 
session, but it goes a great deal farther, 
as it deals also with Birmingham. I 
am glad, therefore, that the noble Lord 
has expressed his willingness to postpone 


it. 


Second Reading postponed accordingly 
until Monday next. 


PREFERENTIAL TARIFFS—GERMANY 
AND CANADA, 


THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN, who 


had given notice “To call attention to | 


the statement of the Secretary of State 
tor Foreign Affairs, made on 15th June, 
that ‘it has been intimated by the 
German Government that if other 
British colonies follow the example of 


{LORDS} 


Railways Order, | 
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Germany and Canada. 


| Canada and give a preference to British 
‘imports, Great Britain probably will not 
| be allowed to continue in receipt of the 
most - favoured - nation terms;’ and to 
move that Papers may be laid upon the 
Table of the House as soon as the public 
interest will permit’’ said: My Lords, 
the Foreign Secretary the other night, 
‘in the course of the debate upon prefer- 
ential tariffs, let drop certain very 
important words to which it was not 
possible to draw sufficient attention at 
that time. The subject which was before 
'the House was not our relations with 
| Germany, but the question of preferential 
tariffs. The noble Marquess, who never 
speaks without care and deliberation, 
made a very important statement, as I 
thought, and he concluded by saying 
that what had happened had created a 
very serious situation. I think, there- 
fore, that itis desirable that the attention 
of your Lordships should be called, and 
that of the country directed, to the 
correspondence which appears to have 
been recently passing between our 
Foreign Office and the German Govern- 
ment. The noble Marquess, speaking at 
the time of the difficulties which had 
arisen between Canada and the German 
Government with regard tothe preferen- 
tial terms which Canada had conceded 
to this country, told us tha it was quite 
possible, and, indeed, likely, that the 
German Government might proceed to 
put further surtaxes on Canadian produce ; 
and then he used these words, that it had 
| been intimated by the German Govern- 
|ment that if other British colonies 
| followed the example of Canada and gave 
a preference to British imports, Great 
| Britain probably would not be allowed to 
| continue in receipt of the most-favoured- 
| nation terms. 


| Now, my Lords, what is this notice 
| that has been presented to us by the 
|German Government! The German 
| Government say that if any other British 
| colony chooses to concede to this country 


| preferential terms punishment is to 
follow. Who is to be punished? Is it 
|the colony? That, I presume, goes 


without saying. But, in addition to the 
colony, Great Britain, although she may 
not have asked for this preference, 


although she may not even be desirous to 
have it, yet because one of her colonies 
has chosen to place her upon preferential 
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terms, is to be removed from the most- 
favoured-nationclausesasfaras Germany is 
concerned. That is a notice which is 
quite unprecedented so far as I know; 
I am not aware that any independent 
nation has ever sent such a aotice to 
another. But, my Lords, what is 
Germany’s position! Germany argues, 
in the first place, in this wise. She 
says—‘ We claim to differentiate against 
Canada because we contend that Canada, 
having a fiscal system of her own, and 
heing a representative colony, is not, for 
fiscal purposes, part of the British 
Empire, and we have the right to treat 
her as an independent Power.” But she 
alters her ground after that. Then she 
says-—“ But we inform you, Great Britain, 
that if any other of your colonies con- 
cedes to you a preference, then you are 
responsible for that colony, although it is 
representative, although it has a separate 
fiscal system of its own. We will punish 
it, but we will also punish you, and we 
will no longer concede to you the most- 
favoured-nation terms.” 


My Lords, were such inconsistent argu- 
ments ever before brought forward? 
Can any one say that there is any 
justice in such a course! Now, what is 
the meaning of this notice? It must be 
one of two things. It may be a threat 
to terrorise the colonies and prevent 
them from drawing nearer to this 
country, and also a threat to this 
country that if she allows her colonies 
to draw nearer to her she is to take the 
consequences. Are German statesmen 
so ignorant of the whole character and 
temper of this country that they really 
believe that a course like this is likely 
to succeed? The policy of thé ‘“ mailed 
fist ’’ may do very well in Germany 
though even there discontent and 
Socialism appear to be spreading very 
rapidly, according to what we see and 
read—but in this country that policy is 
of all policies the least likely to succeed. 
Yet we are told that Great Britain is to 
be placed on a stool apart from all the 
other boys as an example to the world 
of what happens to a naughty boy when 
he dares to disregard the directions of 
the master. If it is not this—and I see 
that some of the organs of the German 
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Press have been contending just within 


this last day or two that it is not in- 


tended for a threat—then what else 
can it be except a direct challenge to this 
country to a war of tariffs? I can 
hardly believe that that is the case, but 
if it be so the levity of such a course as 
that is only exceeded by its unwisdom. 
Does Germany really wish to enter 
upon a commercial war with this 
country? Is it wise, in her own in- 
terests, that she should do so? If you 
look at the trade between Germany and 
this country—I take the three years 
which immediately preceded the South 
African war and which therefore may 
be regarded as the last normal years— 
you will find that in 1897 Germany 
exported to this country goods to the 
value of 699,000,000 marks, and im- 
ported from us goods to the value of 
567,000,000 marks; in 1898 she 
exported to us 740,000,000 marks, 
and imported from us 566,000,000 
marks; in 1899 she exported to us 
801,000,000 marks worth of goods, and 
imported from us 672,000,000 marks. 
Therefore, if Germany chooses to enter 
upon a commercial war with us, she is 
doing away with one of her very best 
customers. Of course, Germany is the 
best judge of what is good for her own 
commercial interests, but I do not think 
that any of us would have advocated a 
course like that if we had been speaking 
of the interests of Great Britain. 
Germany has declared commercial war 
upon Canada. What is the effect likely 
to be there? The trade is not a very 
large one, but Germany's exports to 
Canada are five or six times what her 
imports from Canada are. Pray how is 
Germany benefited if she places a surtax 
on Canada which merely produces a 
surtax in retaliation on her own goods ! 
But she promises to carry this policy 
further, and she says that if any other 
British colony gives a preference to 
Great Britain it will be treated in a like 
way. I presume she therefore wishes to 
throttle her growing trade with 
Australia—a trade which at the present 
time is a very important one; and I 
presume also that she wishes to throttle 
her trade with British South Africa if 
the resolutions which were passed the 
other day at the Bloemfontein Confer- 
ence are adopted by the various British 
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colonies there. One can only say how 
unwise this is, but it is for Germany to 
take her own course. 

Let us look nearer home. It is very 
evident from the German Press that this 
policy of preferential tariffs between this 
country and her colonies, which is at 
the present time under discussion, is a 
matter which creates considerable con- 
cern in Germany, and, as we know, the 
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Secretary of State for the Colonies is not | 


very popular in Germany. He has had 
to express his opinion, on one occasion 
at all events, very clearly to a German 
statesman, and he is not regarded with 
much favour in the German Press. He 
is the chief advocate of preferential 
tariffs. 
her own cause by taking the line she 
has taken ? 


to her utmost the cause which the 
Colonial Secretary is advocating, what 
better method could she _ possibly | 
have adopted than by explaining 


to this country so graphically the lesson | 


of retaliation? There is nothing like an 
object lesson to inform the public mind 
in this country with regard to any public 
question. This country never would 


have understood the South African ques- | 


tion if ex-President Kruger had not 
declared war; and when Germany in- 
forms this country that if she draws 
nearer to her colonies she shall suffer by 
being taken out of the most-favoured- 
nation clause, that is a thing which, as 


soon as it is realised, will be thoroughly | 


understood, and, as I believe, deeply 
resented. 

I say it with regret, but unfortunately 
this is by no means a solitary instance in 
which the German Government has done 
its best to annoy and to irritate this 
country in late years. When the German 
{Empire was founded there were a very 
large number of people in this country— 
I believe the majority—who thought that 
the German Alliance was the natural 
alliance and the best alliance for this 
country. We all respect the energy, the 
steadfastness, the thoroughness of the 
character of the German nation, and we 
admire many other of their high qualities, 
and it would seem that an alliance and a 
close friendship between the two nations 
was most natural. But I regret to say 
that on many occasions—-I need not give 


instances, for there is no use in ripping up 
old sores, and your Lordships know them 


The Earl of Camperdown. 


{LORDS} 


Pray how is Germany advancing | 


If she had wished to assist | 
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rermany and Canada. 


| well—German statesmen and the German 
| Press seem to have been actuated by a 
| desire, and they certainly have known 
| how, to annoy this country deeply in 
| more than one way, and a conviction has 
been gaining ground, during the last two 
or three years I am afraid rapidly, that 
| when we look for friendship we had better 
look somewhere else than to Germany. 
What the reason of this may be I am 
sure I do not know. AllI can say is that 
| I deeply lament it ; but you may depend 
| upon it that irritating messages such as. 
this, even if for the moment their effect 
may pass away, are not likely to be 
forgotten. It is very desirable, I think, 
that we should see the correspondence 
that has taken place on this matter, and 
that we should see it with as little delay 
as may be. I do not think that it is 
possible that this correspondence, or this 
part of it, can be long. To any such 
communication as that which the noble 
Marquess said he had received there could 
be orly one answer—a very simple one. 
No British Government could give any 
answer but one. Whatis wanted, I think, 
in this matter is plain speaking, and it 
| does not at all follow that plain speaking 
means a diminution of friendship. The 
German Government, I hope, has already 
been made to understand that the re- 
lations between ourselves and our colonies 
is an affair which concerns us alone, and 
that messages or threats or warnings 
which are conveyed to us by any foreign 
nation with regard to our colonies, what- 
ever may be their object and their inten- 
| tion, are only likely to confirm us more 
in taking the course which we choose to 
_take. I beg to move for the correspond- 
}ence which has taken place with the 
German Government on this matter. 


Moved, That an humble address be 
| presented to His Majesty for correspon- 
dence relating to the statement of the 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs, made on 
15th June, that “it has been intimated 
by the German Government that if other 
British Colonies follow the example of 
Canada and give a preference to British 
imports, Great Britain probably will not 
be allowed to continue in receipt of the 
most-favoured-nation terms.”—(Zhe Eav/ 
of Camperdown.) 

*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE): My Lords, I will not 
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attempt to follow the noble Earl through | Papers are finally put in shape for 
the whole of the interesting speech which | presentation ; but I see no reason why 
he has just delivered. That speech was that process should take up any length 
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mainly devoted to enforcing an argu- 
ment which I used myself the other 
night, and I therefore listened to it with 
feelings of concurrence and approval. 
The noble Earl, of course, was able to 
speak with an amount of unofficial free- 
dom which I could not use in the course 
of my remarks the other evening. I 
have, I think, however, said enough to 
show the noble Earl that I fully realise 
the great importance of the question 
which he has brought before your Lord- 
ships, and I do not feel that I am called 
upon to-night to add to, or to take away 
anything from, what I ventured to say 
on the subject the other evening. My 
Lords, I will only make this ob- 
servation in passing. The noble Earl 
indulged in some severe strictures upon 
the conduct of the German Government 
on this and on other occasions. My 
Lords, I desire to deprecate the as- 
sumption that in this matter the con- 
duct of the German Government has 
been actuated by deliberate hostility to 
the Government of His Majesty. I 
think the German Government have 
taken a course which it was perhaps not 
unnatural that they should take, know- 
ing, as they did, the manner in which 
up to the present time we have been 
in the habit of dealing with questions 
concerning the treatment of our colonies. 
What I think is necessary is that we 
should do what the noble Earl says we 
should, I mean that we should make our 
position in regard to these matters per- 
fectly clear and intelligible to Germany 
and to all concerned, and I have very 
little doubt that when this is done we 
shall find it possible to bring about a 
settlement of these questions on terms 
satisfactory to ourselves and to the 
colonies. With respect tothe Papers, the 
noble Earl and every Member of your 
Lordships’ House is, of course, fully en- 
titled, after the argument which I used 
the other evening, to require their pro- 
duction. I am having them got in 
in order. The noble Earl is, of course, 
aware that when Papers are laid includ- 
ing communications which have passed 
with a foreign Government that Gov rn- 
ment has to be consulted before the 


of time, and I hope within a few days 
to lay the Papers before the House, and 
the noble Earl will find that they carry 
the history of this matter up to the 
present dafe. 


Viscount GOSCHEN: How far will 
the Papers go back? I understand that 
there are some important despatches 
_ going back as far as 1897. 


*THeE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
My idea was to begin with the Papers of 
1897, and bring the correspondence up 
to the last despatches which have passed. 
Some of the 1897 Papers have already been 
laid, but I think it would be desirable to 
include them in the new Blue-book. 


Tue Eart or CAMPERDOWN: As 
the noble Marquess has [consented to lay 
the Papers on the Table when they are 
ready, I beg to withdraw my Motion. 


Motion, by leave of the House, with- 
drawn. 


THE SERVIAN MASSACRE. 
Lorp NEWTON, who had the follow- 


ing notice on the Paper, viz.—‘ To ask 
the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether His Majesty’s Government pro- 
pose to take any common or concerted 
action with other Powers with regard to 
the new Government of Servia,” said: 
My Lords, the Question which appears in 
my name has already been answered in 
another place, but I have left it on the 
Paper, and propose to put it so as to 
afford the noble Marquess an opportunity 
of making a more ample statement, if he 
thinks fit, than was made in the House of 
Commons. I do not wish to detain your 
Lordships at any length in discussing 
this matter, but I cannot help remarking 
| upon the extraordinary apathy, amount- 
‘ing I might almost say to callousness, 
| with which this most atrocious crime has 
| been received throughout Europe. I 
}cannot but think that if this event had 
' taken place in the neighbouring country 
|of Turkey we should have heard from 
'many a platform and pulpit eloquent 
denunciations and assertions that such an 
occurrence could not have been possible 
‘in any Christian country. Although the 
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statement has been made by the Provi- 
sional Servian Government that— 

“ Highly satisfactory despatches have been 
received from the Governments of London, 
Paris, Berlin, and Rome,” 

I have very little doubt in my own mind 
that this is an impudent fabrication on the 
part of the Provisional Government. 
But the fact does remain that so far only 
two protests have been publicly made 
against this most airocious crime—one in 
the message addressed by the Emperor of 
Austria to the newly elected king, and 
the other in the communiqué published 
to-day from the Official Messenger ot St. 
Petersburg, in which the hope is expressed 
that condign punishment will be intlicted 
on the perpetrators of these murders. It 
is, however, extremely difficult to see 
how this can be carried out, because the 
new king, it is perfectly evident, can only 
he the creature of the conspirators who 
have been the means of securing his 
election. So far as Servia itself is con- 
cerned, the feelings of nobody appear to 
have been outraged at all. On the con- 
trary, the assassins are glorified as heroes, 
the National Assembly has passed a vote 
of thanks to them, and their action has 
been effusively and solemnly blessed by 
the clergy. Asa matter of fact, this is a 
crime that does not possess one single 
redeeming feature— it has no justification 
of patriotism. We are assured that the 
country sympathises with the disappear- 
ance of the Obrenovitch dynasty, and that 
popular feeling is in favour of the change 
which has occurred. Anyone who knows 
anything about the Balkan States knows 
perfectly well that popular feeling in the 
ordinary acceptance of the term is non- 
existent, and that it is solely created, 
formed, and regulated by the set of 
politicians who happen to be in power, 
and who control it through the police 
and the other means at their disposal. 
This has been nothing but a sordid mili- 
tary conspiracy carried out in an 
atrocious way, and inspired by sordid 
motives. It is evidently a purely 
military conspiracy of the ordinary 
kind, and it has been carried 
out by an army which is obviously a 
much more efficient instrument for 
effecting a palace revolution than for 
encountering a neighbouring country 
on the field of battle. I am the last 
person who wishes to see sentiment im- 
ported into foreign politics. If the 
Servian people really like to be governed 
Lord Newton. 


{LORDS} 
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by assassins and conspirators that is their 
own look-out, and we have no title to 
interfere, provided British interests are 
not affected, but 1 venture to express the 
opinion that there is something actually 
revolting in the continuance of ordinary 
relations with persons responsible for a 
crime of this nature; and whatever may 
be the intention of foreign Governments, 
whether they propose to exact repara- 
tion for this crime or not, I trust that 
His Majesty’s Government will take an 
early opportunity of expressing in the 
most emphatic manner their abhorrence 
of this crime, not only because it is a 
disgrace to civilisation, but because a 
crime of this kind must re-act in the 
very worst possible manner far beyond 
the boundaries of the country in which 
it has been committed. 


*THE Marquess OF LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, I can assure the noble Lord 
that His Majesty's Government do not 
yield to him in the abhorrence which 
he has expressed for the events which 
have lately disgraced the capital of Servia. 
That abhorrence has not been diminished 
by any later intelligence which has 
reached us in regard to those events. I 
think it would be no exaggeration to say 
that it would be hard to find a parallel, 
even in the annals of States which have 
no pretence to be included amongst 
civilised communities, for outrages of 
such a character as those which we are 
discussing this evening. The noble Lord 
asked me ‘‘whether His Majesty's 
Government propose to take any common 
and concerted action with other Powers 
with regard to the new Government 
of Servia.” Iam not quite sure whether 
I understood him to suggest that it was 
our duty to concert with other Powers 
measures of a punitive character directed 
against the authors of these outrages. 
My Lords, no proposal of that kind has 
been made to us, nor, | conceive, could 
we usefully have made such a proposal 
to other Powers; but when we pass from 
that to the question of diplomatic rela- 
tions, then I am certainly prepared to 
tell the noble Lord that nothing is 
further from our thoughts than to 
maintain what he spoke of as ordinary 
relations with persons who were impli- 
cated in these events. Our action in 
the matter has already been publicly 
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explained. Our diplomatic relations 
came to an end with the death of the late 
King, and they have not been renewed. 
We had it at first in contemplation to 
mark our indignation by the immediate 
withdrawal ot our representative, Sir 
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George Bonham, from Belgrade, but 
we came to the conclusion that it 
was better, at all events for a time, 


that Sir George Bonham should remain 
at his post. We desired that he 
might be there to watch over British 
interests and to report to us as to the 
progress of events; but he was specially 
instructed, by a telegram which I 
addressed to him on the 15th inst., 
that his intercourse with the authorities 
was to be strictly limited to what is 
necessary for these purposes, and he was 
told that he was to be careful to do 
nothing which might be construed as 
an ofticial recognition of the Provisional 
Government, whose freedom from com 
plicity in the Acts of the night of June 
10th has not yet been established, or as 
pledging His Majesty’s Government to 
recognise the authority which may be 
set up in succession to the dynasty. 
With regard to the action of other 
Powers, although there has been no 
attempt at combined or concerted action, 
we have taken measures to inform our- 
selves as to what intended, and | 
believe | am correct in saying that 
three, at least, of the Great Powers— 
France, Germany, and Italy — are 
maintaining an attitude corresponding 
to that which we have maintained. 
Two other Powers — Russia and 
Austria — are, we understand, pre- 
pared to recognise the new r/yime ; 
Russia, at all events, appears to have 
made it plain that she expected the 


Is 


punishment of the persons concerned in’ 


these crimes. I may, perhaps, add, that 
we have come to the conclusion that it 
would not be desirable that Sir George 
Bonham should be at 
the new reign is inaugurated. 
therefore, instructed him 
capital for a time. 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I only | 
wish to say that I have heard with great | 
satisfaction the statement of the noble | 
Marquess. It seems to me that it| 
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but | 


the omission of the original Clause 


3elerade when | 
We have, | 
to leave the | 


| 
| 
| 


would have been very unfortunate, and | 
not atall in accordance with our position | | ‘If any person shall sell or offer for sale, or 
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as a great civilised Power, to pass over 
without some marked comment the 
terrible tragedy which took place at 
Belgrade. What the noble Marquess 
has told us seems to put in a satisfactory 
way the view which His Majesty’s 
Government very properly took of these 
events, and which the country will, | am 
sure, support. It is satisfactory to 
learn, at all events, that certain of the 
Great Powers are viewing them in the 
same way. I hope, therefore, that, 
though it may not be very strongly 
marked, it will show the horror which 
the action of the conspirators has 
aroused in all the civilised countries of 
Europe. 


THE DuKE oF RUTLAND: My Lords, 
[ wish to say that I have heard with 
great satisfaction the statement of the 
noble Marquess, especially the part of it 
which informed us that Sir George 
Bonham was not to remain at Belgrade 
during the investiture of the new 
Sovereign. That. at any rate, will be a 
sign of the intense disapprobation and 
horror felt universally throughout this 
country at the atrocious deeds perpe- 
trated the other night, and I am pleased 
that the noble Marquess has placed 
that view of the case before your Lord- 
ships. 


MUSICAL COPYRIGHT BILL [H.L. }. 
[THIRD READING. ] 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 3. 


(The Earl of Lytton.) 
On Question, Motion agreed to. 


Tue Eart or LYTTON: My Lords, 
I have two Amendments to move, the 
first of which is rendered necessary by 
5 of 
the Bill, which took place i in the Standing 
Committee. But I wish to make one 
small alteration in the wording of the 
Amendment which now reads—“ If any 
person shall sell or offer for sale, or carry 
for the purpose of sale, in or through 
bed street or place of public resort,” ete. 

propose to substitute the words 
«publ place ” for the words ‘‘ place of 
| public resort.’ 


Amendment moved— 
“* After Clause 4, to insert as a new Clause, 
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carry for the purpose of sale, in or through any HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
street or public place, any pirated copy of any de 

musical work, such person may be apprehended Friday, 19th June, 1903. 

by any constable without warrant, if the true | The House met at Twelve of the Clock 
name and address of such person are not known ‘ 


to, and cannot then reasonably be ascer- a : 
tained by, the constable, and on the request in UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
writing of the apparent owner of the copyright BUSINESS. 


in such work, or of his agent thereto authorised 
in writing, and at the risk of such owner, and | ,, is : , A ; . 7 

1 a as reasons PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] STANDING 
shall be taken as soon as reasonably may be ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY IN. 


before a Court of summary jurisdiction to be rine TO) LIE = 
dealt with according to law.’ ”—(The Earl of QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH. 
Lytton.) Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 


eit ii _ |Report from one of the Examiners of 

Lorp BELPER: The Home Office | Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 

approve of the wording of the Amend-| ase of the following Bills, originating 

ment with the slight alteration which the | in the Lords, and referred on the First 

noble Earl has made and which appears | Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 

to be necessary, as otherwise it might be | not previously inquired into, and which 

possible, in a place of public amusement, | are applicable thereto, have been com- 
or a station, or other place of public plied with, viz. :— 

resort, to call in the police, which is not - — , ; 

danish iinet " Willesden Urban District Council 

F | Bill {Lords}; Didcot, Newbury, and 

On Question, Amendment agreed to. | Southampton Railway Bill [Lords] ; 

| Scottish American Mortgage Company, 

; ia as Limited, Bill [Lords]; Fife Electric 

THE EaRL or LYTTON : lhe second | Power Bill [Lords]; Nottinghamshire 

Amendment is a purely drafting one, | and Derbyshire Tramways Bill [Lords] ; 

which I am told is necessary to make the | siverpool University Bill | Lords|; Barry 











Bill work. | Railway Bill |Lords|; Taff Vale Railway 
Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the Bills 
Amendment moved— | be read a second time. 


Clause 6, to leave out Sub-sections3 and 4, 

and to insert as anew Sub-section: ‘ This Act | I sa I : AAS 

and the Musical (Summary Proceedings) Copy- | ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 
right Act, 1902, shall extend to the Isle of Man | Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
(and all penalties recoverable and all acts | R — sak ie Tees of 
authorised to be done by, or in any Court of | veport irom one 0 _— _AMUNCES hg 
summary jurisdiction in the island, may be | Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
recovered or done before or by a high bailiff, | case of the Petition for the following 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (‘STANDING 


or two justices of the peace). “(Zhe Earl of | Bill the Standing Orders have not been 
meme.) complied with viz. -— 
, Viz. : 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. Alexandra’ Park and Palace Bill. 


| Ordered, That the Report be referred 
Movec, That the Bill do pass.—(7he| to the Select Committee on Standing 


Earl of Lytton.) | Orders. 
as ali. iments |'PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
~p ee ee ae to, and ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _ IN- 
il sent to the Commons. | QUIRED INTO NOT COMPLIED 
| WITH). 


JUSTICES OF THE PEACE BILL [H.L.]. | Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 


Read 3° (according to Order), and| Report from one of the Examiners of 
passed, and sent to the Commons. | Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
COAL MINES (CERTIFICATES) BILL. | the Lords, and referred on_ the First 
Read 3*, with the Amendment, and Reading _ thereof, the Standing — 
passed, and returned to the Commons. not previously inquired into, and whic 
, are applicable thereto, have not been 


House adjourned at ten minutes | complied with, viz. :— 
Five o’clock, to ¥ . 
pone ce a ee | Badietes Corporation Tramways and 


next, a quarter before Eleven : 
o'clock." Improvements Bill [Lords]. Ordered, 
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That the Report be referred to the 
Select Committee on Standing Orders. 


Harrogate Water Bill [Lords]; Rick- 
mansworth Gas Bill [Lords]. As 
amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time. 


Broughty Ferry Gas Provisional Order 
Bill ; Hamilton Burgh Provisional Order 
Bill ; Military Lands Provisional Orders 
Bill. Read the third time, and passed. 


Derby Gas Bill [Lords]; Manchester 
Southern Tramways Bill [Lords]. Read 


the first time; and referred to the | 


Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill 
[Lords]. Read the first time ; referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 250. } 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill 
[Lords]. Read the first time; referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. | Bill 251.]} 


St. Luke’s Church and Parish Quoad 


Sacra, Edinburgh, Order Confirmation 


Bill [Lords]. Read the third time, and | 


passed, without Amendment. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders | 


(No. 7) Bill. As amended, considered, 


to be read the third time upon Monday | 


next. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 3) Bill. Consideration, as 
amended, deferred till Wednesday next. 


Local Government Provisional Order 


(No. 18) Bill. As amended, considered, 
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CHURCH DISCIPLINE BILL. 
| Petitions against: from Tenterden ; 
Chichester ; Bristol ; Leytonstone ; and 
Southport ; to lie upon the Table. 


COUNTY COURTS JURISDICTION 
EXTENSION BILL. 
Petition from Southport, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LICENCES (COMPENSATION FOR NON- 
RENEWAL). 
Three Petitions from London, for legis- 


| lation ; to lie upon the Table. 


| LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION FOR 
NON-RENEWAL) BILL. 

Petition from Callington, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


| LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER 
BILL. 

Petition from Callington, against ; to 

| be laid upon the Table. 





| LICENCES RENEWAL AND TRANSFER 
|} BILL, AND LICENSING LAW (COM- 
| PENSATION FOR NON-RENEWAL) 
| BILL. 
Petitions against: from Plymouth 
| (six); and Basford; to lie upon the 
Table. 
| LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 
Petition from Bathgate, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
, MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
| SISTER BILL. 
Petitions against : from Wateringbury ; 
and Southport ; to lie upon the Table. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL. 

Petitions in favour: from Neweastle- 
upon-Tyne ; Burnley ; Newmilns ; and, 
| East Greenwich ; to lie upon the Table. 


to be read the third time upon Monday 


next. 


Alexandra Park and Palace. 
for Bill; referred to the Select Committee 
on Standing Orders. 


PETITIONS. 
BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
_ Petition from Perth, for alteration ; to 
he upon the Table. 


| 
Petition 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 
Petition from Westminster, in favour ; 
| to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY BILL. 
Two Petitions from Falmouth, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


| 
| SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
| 





| SHOPS (EARLY CLOSING) BILL. 
Petition from Southport, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 








1423 Returns, 
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LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 

Trade, authorising the construction of 


Light Railways in the county of, Kent, | 


in the county borough of Canterbury, 
and in the rural districts of Bridge and 


of Blean, and in the urban district of | Copy. d, : 
| Majesty’s Commissioner on the East 


Herne Bay (Canterbury and Herne Bay 
Light Railway Order, 1903) [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented, of Order made by | 


the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 


Trade, authorising the County Council | 
of Middlesex to take lands tor widening | 


roads on which Light Railways will be 


laid in the parishes of Edgware, Finchley, 


Friern Barnet, Hendon, Kingsbury, 


Little Stanmore, Southgate, Tottenham, | 


Willesden, and Wood Green, in the 
county of Middlesex (County of Middle- 
sex Light 


Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, fand 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction 
of Light Railways between Stockton 


Heath and Northwich, and elsewhere in | 


the county of Chester (Warrington and 
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| modified and confirmed by the Board of 
| Trade, authorising the construction of 
| Light Railways in the county borough 
|of Warrington and in the parishes of 
| Stockton Heath and Latchford Without 


Railways (Lands) Orders, | 
1903) [by Command]; to lie upon the | 


Reports, ae. 1424 


in the county of Chester (Warringion 
Corporation Light Railways Order, 1903) 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


AFRICA (No. 6, 1903). 
Copy presented, of Report by His 


Africa Protectorate [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


WELLINGTON COLLEGE. 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
Governors of Wellington College for the 
year ending 3lst December 1902, with 
Accounts {by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act for further promoting the 
Revision of the Statute Law by repeal 
ing Enactments which have ceased to be 
in force or have become unnecessary.” 
{Statute Law Revision (Scotland) Bill 
| | Lords. | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade under the Gas 
‘and Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, 
relating to Cobham Gas, Conisbrough 
Gas, Hailsham Gas, St. Ives (Hunts) 
'Gas, and Woking District Gas.” [Gas 
| Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill { Lords. ] 


Northwich Light Railways Order, 1903) | 


[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. | 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the compulsory purchase 
of lands for the purposes of Colne and 
Trawden Light Railways Order, 1901, 


Also, a Bill, intituled “An Act to 
| confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
| by the Board of Trade under the Gas 
;and Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, 
|relating to Brading Harbour District 
| Gas, Crossgates, Halton, and Seacroft 
| Gas, Herne Bay Gas, Pembroke Docks 
}and Town Gas, and Riddings District 
| Gas.” [Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 


and for other purposes (Colne and | 2) Bill [ Lords. ] 


Trawden Light Railways (Acquisition of 
Lands Amendment) Order, 1903) [by 


Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘An Act for 
consolidating the capital of the Derby 
Gas Light and Coke Company ; for 
enabling that Company to raise ad- 


Copy Presented, of Order made by the | ditional capital ; and for other purposes.” 
Light 


Railway Commissioners, 


and | [Derby Gas Bill [Lords. ] 
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And, also, a Bill, intituled, ‘*‘ An Act 
to incorporate the Manchester Southern 
‘Tramways Company, and to empower 
that Company to make and maintain 
tramways and other works in the county 
palatine of Lancaster and in the county 
of Chester; and for other purposes.” 
{ Manchester Southern Tramways (Lanca- 
shire) Bill [Lords], and Manchester 
Southern Tramways (Cheshire) Bill 
[Lords], now ‘“ Manchester Southern 
Tramways Bill { Lords.”’} 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 

Third Report brought up, and read ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. | No. 212.] 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Inspection of ‘‘ Registered Places” 
(Cruelty to Animals Act, 1876). 


Dr. SHIPMAN (Northampton): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department how many inspections of 
registered places have been made during 
the year 1902 by theinspectors appointed 
under the Act 39 and 40 Vic., c. 77 
(The Cruelty to Animals Act, 1876), in 
England and Scotland and in Ireland. 


(Answered hy Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) The number of inspections of 
registered places in England and 
Scotland made in 1902 is 118. As to 
Ireland, where the administration of the 
Act does not lie with me, | have made 
inquiries and am informed that no exact 
record has been kept of the number of 
inspections made. 


Suffragan Bishops and Parochial 
Appointments. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether, having regard to the 
duties of Suffragan Bishops, His 
Majesty’s Government will advise that 
in any future appointment of a clergyman 
to a Suffragan Bishopric it shall be made 
a condition that such clergyman shall 
not, during his tenure of the bishopric, 
simultaneously hold important parochial 
preferment. 
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(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 
The hon. Member is perhaps not aware 
that Bishops Suffragan are nominated 
by the Bishop of the Diocese, and that 
the function of the Crown is merely to 
approve or disapprove the choice of the 
Bishop. As no emolument attaches to 
the office of Bishop Suffragan, as such, 
it no doubt does happen on occasions 
that the bishop is selected from the ranks 
of beneficed clergymen; but care is 
taken that in such case the needs 0: the 
parish are duly provided for when an 
incumbent is selected for appointment 


Irish Lights Board—Report of 
Inspections. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): To ask 
the Parliamentary Secretary to the Board 
of Trade whether the Commissioners of 
lrish Lights have given any explanation 
why in the four years 1898 to 1901 
inclusive they forwarded no reports of 
inspections of local seamarks in Ireland, 
corresponding to those of the Trinity 
House and the Commissioners of 
Northern Lighthouses; what is the 
number of Irish seamarks; the number 
inspected and reported on to the Board 
of Trade in the year 1902; and is the 
Board entitled by statute to insist on 
regular and systematic inspections by, 
and reports trom, the Commissioners of 
Irish Lights. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
Commissioners of Irish Lights urge that 
the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, does 
not render it incumbent upon them to 
make local inspections within any speci- 
fied periods, but merely as they think fit. 
The number of Irish seamarks under 
local jurisdiction is roughly estimated at 
350, including lighthouses, buoys, and 
beacons. Fourteen reports were received 
from the Commissioners in 1902, but 
the Board are unable to specify the 
number of seamarks covered by those 
reports. The Board of Trade are not 
empowered by statute to insist on regular 
and systematic inspections, but, as stated 
in my reply on Wednesday 7 to the hon. 
Member for South Dublin, I am in hopes 
that the representation which has been 
addressed to the Commissioners will 
receive their attention. 





+ See page 1181. 
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Preferential Tariffs. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
‘Cleveland): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade, with reference to the 
differential duties levied by the United 
States, Portugal, and other countries on 
certain classes of their imports from the 
United Kingdom, what were the values 
of those imports in each case for the 
five years preceding andthe five years 
succeeding the imposition of such duties. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) As 
stated in my reply to the hon. Member 
for theSouth Molton Division on the 
15th instant,7 the differentiation against 
certain British products by the United 
States and Portugal does not take the 
form of imposing increased duties, but 


of withholding from such products the | 


special concessions granted to certain 
other countries by reciprocal agreements 
and treaties of different dates. 
hon. Member will specify the years for 
which he desires to have statistics of any 


particular article, | will see what can be | 


given. 


— a orted into og United 
om Ready for Use. 


MR. oe SAMUEL: 


{COMMONS} 








If the | 


| whether this action was taken with 


To ask | 


the President of the Board of Trade if he | 


can state what proportion of the imports 
into the United Kingdom consists of 
goods which arrive ready for use by the 
consumer and have not to pass through 
any process of 
country, and the value of such goods, 
together with the corresponding figures 
ten years ago and twenty years ago. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) I regret 
that it is not possible to give the in- 
formation asked for— 


Hanwell Poor Law Schools. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: To ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether he will refuse to sanction 
any proposal of the 


the certificate of that school by 387 beds 
by certifying the old ophthalmic block 
for the reception of normal children. 





t See page 948. 
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(Answered by Mr. Walier Long.) I have 
not received an application from the 
managers fer an increase of the certi- 
fied accommodation at these schools, 
but I was recently informed by them of 
a proposal to utilise some of the iron 
buildings until lately occupied by 
ophthalmic children. Before expressing 
an opinion on this proposal |] asked for 
further particulars, and at the same 
time I pointed out to the managers that 
I should not be prepared to sanction an 
increase of the maximum number of 
children maintained at the schools 


(Juestions. 


Macroom Workhouse—Dismissal of Dr. 
Barrett. 


Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, |N.) : To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the fact that the 
Secretary of the Local Government 
Board, in April, 1902, intimated to Dr. 
Barrett, recently Medical Officer ot the 
Macroom Workhouse. against whom no 
charge of neglect of duty has been made 
during his service, that if he did not 
resign within a week he would be dis 
missed without further notice and 
without pension ; and, if so, will he state 
his 
sanction ; and whether the Local Govern- 
ment Board would furnish Dr. Barrett 


'with copies of its order and correspon- 


dence in relation thereto. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) For a 
num ber of years there had been constant 
friction between the officers of this 
workhouse, a condition of things for 


| which Dr. Barrett was held to be mainly 


responsible. In 1899 the guardians sus- 
pended him from the performance of his 


| duties, and the Local Government Board 


thereupon directed a sworn inquiry to 
be held into the matter, asa resu!t of 
which the Board came tothe conclusion 
that the step taken by'the guardians 
was justified. Dr. Barrett was made 
aware of the charges preferred against 
him inthe ordinary way. Subsequently 
to this inquiry he gave an undertaking 


officers of the union, and in view of this 
undertaking the Local Government 
Board did not at the time press for his 
resignation. He continued, however, to 


be a source of constant trouble to the 
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guardians, and the Board accordingly 


formed the opinion that in the interests Jain). 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamber 
The interruptions which have 


Questions. 


of good government of the workhouse taken place in through telegraphic coni- 


he should be called upon to retire from 


| munication, via Canada, between the 


the position of medical officer, failing | United Kingdom and Australia have 


which the extreme step of dismissal 
would be r2sorted to. An intimation to 


this effect was duly conveyed to him in| 
He resigned, and was'! 


April, 1902. 
granted a retiring pension. It is not 
proposed to furnish him with a copy of 
the correspondence that has passed in 
the matter. 


Army Blankets from South Africa at 
Woolwich Dockyard. 


Sem THOMAS DEWAR (Tower | 


Hamlets, St. George’s): To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he is 
aware that 20,000 blankets from South 


| been confined to the Vancouver Island 
' land lines, the western section of which 
was specially laid by the Canadian Pacitic 
Railway for the purposes of the Pacific 


| Cable. 


The Pacific Cable. 
Stir JOHN COLOMB: To ask the 


| Secretary of State for the Colonies if he 
| can state whether the sea route of the 


Africa have been recently discovered in | 


store at Woolwich Dockyard; and will 
hestate whether these blankets were 
used for service in the field, the date on 
which they were shipped from South 
Atrica, and the circumstances under 
which they were dispatched to this 
country without being first disinfected. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
There are at Woolwich 20,000 blankets 
which have been handed over from 
transports coming home. These were 
washed before being handed over by the 
Admiralty, but as an additional precau- 
tion they are being disinfected. It is not 
known whether any of these blankets 
were used in the field, nor can any date 
of despatch from South Africa be speci- 
fied, as they were only taken over by 
the War Department in bulk. 


Telegraphic Interruptions between United 
Kingdom and Australia. 


Str JOHN COLOMB (Great 
mouth): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether the inter- 
ruptions which have taken place in 
through telegraphic communication, via 
Canada, between the United Kingdom 
and Australia have been confined to 
that section of the line located in the 
island of Vancouver; and whether this 
section of the line was specially laid for 
the purposes of the Pacific cable. 


| Pacific Cable was that recommended by 


Lord Selborne’s Committee, and if not, 
to what extent and why was it varied ; 
and whether there is any proposal under 
consideration for linking the cable with 
the American cables at Honolulu. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamber- 
lain). The sea route of the Pacific Cable 
is that recommended by Lord Selborne’s 
Committee. That Committee left open 
the choice between Fanning and Pal- 
myra Islands for the mid-Pacific landing 
place, but Fanning Island was found on 
further investigation to be the preferable 
station. The question of a connection 
with the United States Cable at Hono 
lulu has been raised, but no action has 
yet been taken in that direction. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB: To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he can state if the capital outlay 
in connection with the Pacific Cable 
includes the cost of special surveys made 
by the Royal Navy. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamber® 


lain.) The cost of special surveys is not 


Yar- | 


included. The soundings made by the 
surveying ships of the Royal Navy on 
the route of the Pacific Cable, though of 
great value, were incidental to and made 
in the course of their ordinary opera- 
tions. The special detailed survey 
required for the determination of the 
exact route to be followed by the cable 
was carried out, not by the Royal Navy 
but by the contractors for the construc- 
tion and laying of the cable. 
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ELEMENTARY EDUCATION AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


[THIRD READING, } 


Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity) said that before he referred to 
the merits of the Bill he thought he 
ought to say a few words as to the 
method by which this measure had 
arrived at its present stage without one 
single word being addressed to the 
House by its promoters in defence of 
the Bill. This was a Bill to repeal the 
provisions of an Act passed in 1899, 
under which the Board of Education 
had acted ever since. Such a _ Bill 
should have been brought in and pro- 
moted on the responsibility of the 
Board of Education itself, and he con- 
gratulated the Secretary to the Board 
of Education upon having discovered a 
new method of passing through this 
House Departmental Bills. 


Mr. PURVIS (Peterborough) called 
attention to the fact that there were 
not forty Members present. 


House counted. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Less than forty 
Members being present the proceedings 
will be suspended until a quorum is 
formed. 


Sir JOHN GORST, resuming his 
speech at five minutes past one, said 
that when he was interrupted by the 
Motion to count the House he was 
endeavouring to show that the Bill 
under consideration was intended to 
deal with a provision of an Act of 
Parliament under which the Board of 
Education had acted for some years. 
In his opinion, a proposal to repeal such 
a provision ought to be made on the 
responsi jility of the Board of Education, 
and not of a private Member. He 
might call this ‘surreptitious legislation,”’ 
because the Board of Education, instead 
of bringing in the Bill itself, had had it 
brought in by a _ private Member, 


{COMMONS} 
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although, no doubt, it was concocted 
and prepared at the Education Office. 


*THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY To THE BOARD oF EDUCATION 
(Sir WILLIAM Anson, Oxiord University): 
May I say I never heard anything of the 
Bil) until it was introduced. 


Sir JOHN GORST: I said the Bill 
was prepared by the Board of Education, 
and [| will undertake to prove it. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE 
(Sussex, Horsham): May I at once 
correct the right hon. Gentleman. | 
drafted the Bill myself without any 
previous communication with the Board 
of Education. 


Sir JOHN GORST said he had never 
heard of a Bill intended to deal with the 
policy of the Board of Education, and to 
repeal an Act of Parliament, being 
brought in under such circumstances, 
and he still felt that it had been done 
with the approval and sanction of the 
Board of Education. The Bill had been 
run through its various stages without 
a single word being said upon it, and 
although the hon. Member for Horsham 
knew it was to be opposed on the 
Motion for the Third Reading, he did 
not get up in his place and say anything 
in support of it. It was only by the 
purest accident that he himself happened 
to be present when the Bill was about 
to be read a third time, and was enabled 
thus to secure, at least, that some dis- 
cussion of it should take place before it 
was finally passed. He was afraid that 
the arguments he was about to address 
to the House would not reach the ears 
of those who would presently vote upon 
the measure, and he could only say that 
he deeply lamented that that should be so. 


Now he came to the merits of the 
Bill. The object of the Bill was to 
repeal a clause in an Act, passed in 1899, 
to protect unhappy, defective, and 
epileptic children. It was intended to 
protect them from being herded togeth«r 
in large institutions. There were two 
methods of dealing with children who 
were under public management, and the 
better way, in his epinion, was to make 
a kind of home for them—a small home 
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where a child could have individual | 
attention, and where there was someone | 
whom it could look up to and love, and | 


also where it could mix with a few! 


companions of its own age. That was | 
the natural and best way in which a| 
child should be brought up. When de- | 
prived of a natural home, the best thing | 
that could be done for it, in the interests | 
of the child itself, was to provide it with 
an artificial home. This method of pro- | 
viding small homes had been adopted in | 
various cases, with the greatest advan-| 
tage and success. The other method of | 
bringing up children was the more 
popular one of herding them together 
in grand institutions and fine buildings, 
with large staffs and all the modern 
appliances. There they were brought | 
up by a sort of machinery, they could 
not have individual attention, nor was 
there any particular person to whom 
they could lo.k up and love, and they, 
therefore, lost the greater part of the 
advantages in the moral education of a 
child not attached to the atmosphere of | 
home life These institutions always 
had been and always would be extremely 
popular. There was, of course, the | 
patronage of appointing the secretary, 
the superintendent, and the matron, 
there was the delight of building, and | 
of having plans prepared and _ altering | 
them from time to time. Then there | 
was the ceremony of laying the founda- | 
tion stone, which was attended by the | 
principal persons in the county, some- | 
times even by a Member of Parliament, | 
or a Member of the Government, and in 
some cases actually by Royalty itself, 
and, finally, there was the institution 
itself, a magnificent building which con- 
stituted a record of the charity and 
public spirit of the promoters. But, 
after all, these institutions were not 
favourable to the children put into them. 
On this point there was a Committee 
appointed in 1893 or 1894 by the 
Government of the day, and the chairman 
of the committee was the late Mr. Mun- 
della, than whom nobody took a greater 
interest in the welfare of children. A 
large number of persons of different 
political complexion and ideas in regard 
to children gave evidence before that | 
Committee, which, although it was 
appointed to inquire into the treatment 
of children in workhouse schools, 
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eventually came to deal with the care of 
children generally, and reported unani- 
mously against the practice of herding 
them together in these institutions, 
and in favour of their separation in small 
families and small establishments such 
as he had described. 


If he wanted tooccupy the time of the 


| House he could quote many passages from 


the Report of the Committee. and from 
the evidence given before it, which would 
very strongly support the case he was en- 
deavouring to lay before the House, but 
he would content himself with saying 
that both the evidence and the Report 


conclusively established two things. The 


first, that these great congregations of 
children were very dangerous to their 
physical health. Ophthalmia, ringworm, 
and other diseases became very rife 
among the children, and could not be 
easily controlled. Although the children 
were kept extremely clean, were under 
medical supervision, and were excellently 
well fed, there being nothing wanting in 
regard to their care, disease dogged these 
great institutions. Secondly, the great 
majority of opinion was that the aggre- 
gation of children in those large in- 
stitutions was extremely detrimental to 
their moral character and to all those 
qualities which were produced by love, 
affection, friendship, and human, treat- 
ment and care. If this method of 
aggregation was deleterious to healthy 
children it was still more dangerous to 
children, suffering from any kind of 
weakness or affliction. In this con- 
nection he would like to quote the Report 
issued in 1901 by the Metropolitan 
Asylums Board, which body had charge 
of all the defective children in the 
Metropolis. This was what that Report 
said — 


‘*The original policy settled by the Board 
on the recommendation of the Special Com- 
mittee ve children, and approved by the Local 
Government Board, was to provide for defective 
children by ‘ small houses in the vicinity of the 
special schools of the School Board for London 
where groups of children, say eight in each, 
could be properly attended and .cared for by 
foster mothers.’ the word small coupled 
with the emphatic mention of individual care 
stands out on every page of the evidence given 
before the Poor Law Schools Committee of 
1894-6 as the characteristic sought and 
advocated by witnesses of experience, and the 
Committee themselves adopted this view. 
Speaking of homes for normal children (the 
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ease for the borderland children is naturally | 


the Bill. 


much stronger) the Committee say that it is of 
the first importance to keep the homes small.” 


He would also read a letter he had 
received that morning from Mr. James 
Brown, an energetic member of the 
Metropolitan Asylums Board— 


‘* Feeble-minded children attend a Board 
school close by, and only in classes of small 
numbers. To house them in large buildings or 
to put a number of houses close together 
would ruin the scheme, the essence of which 
is that they should mix with strong-minded 
children and have bright surroundings. We 
tried to get self-contained houses for eight 
each, but finding this difficult we took several 
larger—one up to twenty. We all iament this 
now, and from experience shall not repeat it. In 
another case we took three small houses and 
joined them together, but the matron or mother 
strongiy recommends us in any future case to 
take houses not accommodating more than eight 
children, and to make them self-contained and 
a house mother to each. These children 
yequire constant and individual care, and we 
have many cases of great improvement result 
iag from this course. ‘The whole scheme would 
fail if the numbers of those thrown together 
were large—they would imitate each other and 
so deteriorate. We have also taken away 
from Darenth Asylum 150 children of the 
educable type, and put them into a large home 
at Ealing. The removal from a large asylum 
into a comparatively small home with garden 
and playgrounds has had a marvellous effect 
even on those children who were imbeciles. 
In the smaller homes the medical care is much 
more personal and effective, and this is very 
important—also the feeding. The effect of 
the smaller homes is that the mother is able 
to detect and know intimately the mental and 
physical condition of each child, which would 
be impossible in the larger numbers. We 
have now obtained sanction to keep children 
up to twenty or twenty-one years of age, and 
shall have them taught, as far as possible, 
simple trades. Thisagain makes it imperative 
to howe the number small so as to insure 
careful personal attention. 


That was the testimony of a gentleman 
who had given a considerable portion of 
his time to the care of these unhappy 
children. 
had not all, had a great many of the 
defects of the great institution system, 
and one of its greatest was that it was 
enormously costly. It had been very 
much taken up by Boards of Guardians 
for the children of paupers, and he would 
like to give an instance of the cost of 
carrying it out. The Board of Guardians 
of Greenwich had adopted it. and they 
had to spend £178,000 to house 600 
children, or £290 for very child housed. 
St. Olaves spent £148,000 for 600 


children, or £246 for every child. 
Sir John Gorst. 


{COMMONS} 


The colonist system, whilst it | 
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He now came to the genesis of 
It referred to the defective 
as weil as the epileptic, and all 
the opposition came from some 
persons whe had established a great 
epileptic institution, and who desired 


'to have the children sent there at the 


cost of the ratepayers of the various 
districts sending them. That institution 
was not established for children, and at 
the present moment there were only two 
boys in it under the age of sixteen, and 
no girls, whilst there were 130 grown- 
up people. What was proposed by the 
manager of this school was to put 
among these grown up men and women 
a number of children, who would be sent 
into the institution and paid for by the 
various School Boards and other educa- 
tional authorities. This system of mixing 
children with adults was extremely 
objectionable, and ought not to be 
adopted except after very careful 
inquiry. A good deal had _ been 
said at times in that House about 
children in workhouses, and about the 
evils which attached to keeping them 
there, especially in cases where they 
were mixed up with older people. In 
his opinion, if they were going to have 
institutions for children, those institu- 
tions should be retained exclusively for 
children, and the Board of Education 
ought not to allow the children to be 
mixed up with adult people. Now the 
Chalfont Colony was a most excellent 
institution, and he had no desire to say 
a single word against it. The objection 
which he was putting before the House 
in regard to the treatment of children in 
the institution did not apply to the treat- 
ment of adult people. The authorities 
of that institution after it was opened 
lost no time in applying to the Board of 
Education for a certificate which would 
enable the educational authorities to pay 
the cost of maintaining defective and 
epileptic children in their institution. 
They applied to the Board of Education 
to certify it, and to exempt it from the 
operation of the Act on the ground that 
the colony existed before the Act was 


passed. 


Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): Where 


‘is this institution ? 
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Sir JOHN GORST: In Buckingham- 
shire. The authorities of it applied first 
to be exempted from the Act on the 
ground that they were in existence 
before the Act was passed. They then 
applied to be allowed to have twenty-four 
instead of fifteen children in each home. 
Their only reason for that application 
was that the cost of maintaining a home 
for only fifteen would be disproportion- 
ately large. They alleged in their 
memorial that it would increase the 
cost of maintaining the children by 
a child a year, or, roughly speaking, 
ls. 6d. per week, so that the Board of 
Education was invited to act contrary to 
an Act of Parliament for the sake ot 
saving ls. 6d. per week in the mainten- 
ance of these children. In the memorial 
which the managers of the institution 
addressed to the Board of Education, 
they said— 

“Tt must be admitted that there would be 
advantages in very small homes for, say, six or 
eight children each, |ut in the case of epileptics 
this would obviously be impracticable on 
account of the excessive cost of supervision.” 

The managers were, in fact, really 
convicted out of their own mouths, for, 
while recognising that it would be very 
much better to have the children in small 
homes, they wanted to place them in 
larger numbers for the sake of saving 
ls. 6d. per week in the cost of their 
maintenance. He was surprised that the 
Board of Education should suggest giving 
up the interest and welfare of the children 
on such grounds. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE: I 
think the right hon. Gentleman should 
read the whole of the paragraph. 


Sirk JOHN GORST: The hon. Mem- 
ber will have an opportunity afterwards 
of replying to me, and he can do so. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE: 
Evidently the right hon. Gentleman does 
not wish to place the whole paragraph 
before the House. 


Sir JOHN GORST: If the hon. Mem- 
ber: talks in that way I certainly will 
read the whole paragraph. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE: It is 
on page 50. 


VOL. CXXIII. [Fourrn SERIES. | 
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Sir JOHN GORST continuing— 


**Tt must be admitted that there would be 
advantages in very small homes for, say, six or 
eight children each, but in the case of epilepties 
this would obv iously be impracticable on 
account of the excessive cost of supervision. If 
this number be exceeded, it is believed that 
all the essential points of the home system that 
are capable of being retained with fifteen 
children can equally well be retained with 
twenty-four, while the latter number has also 
some actual aulvantages. If there are as many 
as fifteen children in a home, it will certainly 
happen that they will not all be quite con- 
genial to one another, and in the smaller home 
the children are thrown more together than in 
the somewhat larger one for, say, twenty-four, 
in which also more opportunity is given to the 
inmates to form pleasant companionships. In 
short, in the somewhat larger home there is a 
possibility of a inoditied classification within 
the home itself, as distinguished from the 
stricter classification as between one home and 
another.” 


It came to this, that 1s. 6d. a week was 
the measure of the difficulty which they 
detailed in their memorial. They went on 
to say that epileptics, more than ordinary 
children, needed to be kept bright and 


happy. That was what he himself had 
contended. It was necessary in the case 


of ordinary children, and it jbecame 
still more neces:ary in the case of these 
unfortunate epileptic children. This 
institution wished to be allowed to have 
free growth. It evidently contemplated 
a very great increase of its establishment 
and avery great extension of the present 
buildings. Ww ell, he had no objection 
to its free growth and development so 
long as it was not carried on at the 
expense of these unhappy children. In 
regard to small homes he would like to 
quote a few words from another Report. 
It was a passage trom a letter sent by 
the Society to the Local Government 
Board on the 20th March, 1900, and 
was in the following words— 

‘A large proportion of the cases received at 
the ( ‘halfont Colony are paupers, and my Com- 
mittee have thus had opportunities of observing 
the effects upon epileptics of workhouse life. 
The pauper cases received at the colony 
may be divided broadly into two classes— 
thoxe on the one hand whose previous 
residence at the workhouse has been of short 
duration, and those on the other hand who 
have been subjected during more lengthy 
periods to the depressing influences of those 
institutions. Among the former class have 
been many of the best and most hopeful cases 
received at the colony ; the latter class, almost 
without exception, have been found to have 
already sunk to such a hopeless degree of 
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mental and moral deterioration as to have 
lost, not only the capacity, but even the desire, 
for any improvement of their condition.” 


These were the people among whom 
it was desired to place the epileptic 
childrev, greatly, as he ventured to say, 
to their deterioration and disadvantage. 
However much it might tend to economy 
and saving, he did not think that such 
a practice should be permitted. The 
motives which he had mentioned in the 
earlier part of his speech for the creation 
of these institutions for the congregation 
of children were very powerful with 
some people, and certainly would tend to 
encourage them to go in tor establishing 
more of such institutions. It had been 
said that the colony system was an 
excellent one because it brought 
epileptic children into outdoor life. 
No doubt living in the open air was one 
of the best things that could be arranged 
for these children, but the colony 
system was not necessary to enable them 
to lead such a life. They could lead 
it under much more favourable 
conditions if they were placed in small 
homes. Before he sat down he wanted 
to say a word or two about the proposals 
of the Bill. It would probably be said 
by the Secretary to the Board of Educa- 
tion that the Bill did not interfere with 
the carrying out of the views to which 
he had given expression, because the 
Board of Education would have power 
to make rules and regulations. He, 
however, had had longer experience of 
the Board of Education than his hon. 
friend. He should not in the least 
doubt his perfect sincerity and genuine- 
ness in making use of that argument, 
but he would like to tell him, and he 
would like to tell the House, that these 
public Departments were like wax in the 
hands of influential people who pressed 
for these licences to enable them to 
evade the letter of the law. These 
institutions possessed enormous influence ; 
he defied the Board of Education to 
stand aguinst the pressure that would 
be brought to bear upon it unless 
it had the protection of an Act of, 
Parliament. If a case had been made 
out for an alteration of the law the! 
change ought to be in the direction of | 
making the limits more elastic by 1 
creasing the number in each house or 
institution, and not in the direction of 
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substituting the feeble resistance of the 
Board of Education to the strong pres- 
sure, social, political, and Parliamentary, 
which would be brought to bear upon 
them by these institutions. Then there 
was the ridiculous farce of laying upon 
the Table of the House for a certain 
period the rules made by the Board of 
Education. Everybody who had much 
Parliamentary experience knew how 
perfectly futile and ridiculous was such 
a safeguard. It was really not worth 
the paper upon which it was printed. 
It made no difference whatever to the 
action of the Board, and it in no way 
protected the Board from the pressure 
to which it would be subjected. He had 
detained the House at considerable 
length, but it was because he felt very 
strongly on the matter. He was in- 
dignant that these poor children should 
be deprived of the sateguards and the 
protection provided by the enactment 
it was now sought to repeal. All he 
asked for was an inquiry, and he thought 
he had made out a case. At an earlier 
stage he had suggested to the promoters 
that a Select Gommittee should hear 
what there was to be said on the two 
sides, undertaking, that if the Committee 
reported in favour of the further pro- 
gress of the Bill, to withdraw his opposi- 
tion. His overtures were rejected, but 
he thought he had shown that the law 
ought not to be altered without the 
matter being discussed and inquired 
into. He therefore moved that the 
Bill be recommitted to a Select Com- 
mittee. 


*Sirn FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan), in 
seconding the Motion, said he had been 
interested in the Bills of 1893 and 1899, 
which were really sister measures and 
required to be taken together. It was 
impossible to enter into the investi- 
gation of this subject without feeling 
the great danger involved in the 
multiplication of overgrown institutions. 
When the measure of 1899 was under 
discussion in another place, the then 
President of the Council declared that 
the Council would not look with favour 
on very large institutions, but would 
strictly limit their numbers. There 
was a similar condemnation of overgrown 
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institutions in the Report of the Depart- 
mental Committee on Defective and 
Epileptic Children, upon which the Bill 
of 1899 was founded. Under that 
measure security was taken that the 
houses should not be larger than a 
certain size, or more than four in number, 
in other words, each colony was not to 
exceed sixty. That was a sufficiently 
large number, and to go beyond it wou!d 
be mischievous to the cause which all 
had at heart. If larger numbers were 
permitted, the institutional spirit was 
apt to arise, making mechanical the 
arrangements which ought to be free, 
and destroying the elasticity and adapt- 
ability to constantly varying cireum- 
stances, which were absolutely necessary 
in dealing with young people of the class 
under discussion. The Government 
reports on education last year, while 
speaking of a considerable increase in 
the provision for the blind and deat, 
stated that except in day schools no 
provision whatever had been made for 
defective children. Before they conferred 
larger powers, Members were entitled to 
demand that the powers already existing 
should be fullyexercised. According tothe 
Report of last year, no provision at all had 
been made for epileptics under the Act. 
That showed that the existing powers 
were not fully exercised, and it was the 
duty of those interested in this subject 
tu see that the children received the 
full benefit of the legislation already 
passed before larger powers were sought. 
Reference was made in the Memorandum 
ou the print of the Bill to the colony 
system. It appeared that in Germany 
there were now thirty of these homes, 
and fifty more would probably be added 
in the course of ashort time. In Norway 
there was one large institution with 180 
pupils. That was a sufficient warning 
as to the very great danger of proceeding 
in the manner proposed with the risk of 
establishing overgrown institutions. In 
the Copenhagen Institution there were 
three departments. The first department 
was preparatory for testing whether the 
child was suitable for the training; the 
second department was for manual 
training; and the third was of an 
elementary character. In one of these 


institutions they had eleven different | 
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kinds of looms and other machinery, a 
condition which, in his opinion, was 
more calculated to cause insanity among 
these afflicted children than to cure it. 
From the remarks he had made he 
thought he had shown that there were 
grounds for an inquiry. Having before 
them the warning of the promoters of 
the Bill elsewhere in 1889, the warning 
of the Commissioners themselves whose 
Reports he had read, and the warning 
given by the constitution of these over- 
grown, and, therefore, undesirable 
institutions abroad, they should walk 
warily and cautiously, and not sanction 
this legislation until after the most 
careful inquiry and the most careful 
consideration of all the facts which such 
an inquiry would lay before the country. 
He begged to second the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘be,’ to the 
end of the (uestion, in order to add the words 
‘re-committed to a Select Committee.” ”—(S7, 
John Gorst.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE said 
the speech they had heard this afternoon 
from the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Cambridge University, a 
former Vice-President of the Board of 
Education, was one which deserved 
attention, for, of course, in a matter 
of this sort his opinion must carry 
very great weight with the House. 
He hoped, however, that he might 
be able to convince the House, or 
such portion of it as he might reach, 
that it was unnecessary to refer 
this Bill to a Select Committee. It 
was greatly to be regretted that 
the question would be decided by the 
votes of those who had not had an 
opportunity of listening to the argu- 
ments used on either side. He could 
assure his right hon. friend that his 
misgivings in regard to this system of 
aggregation were, at all events, misplaced 
on the present occasion. His right hon. 
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friend the Member for Cambridge Uni- 
versity and the hon. Member for Wigan 
had directed their speeches not to the 
rejection of this measure, but only to its 
suspension until it had been considered 
by a Committee. They asked what they 
are pleased to term an inquiry. Of 
course that was a familiar form of pro- 
cedure in this House, and hon. Members 
were very well aware that if they wanted 
to see the end of a Bill at this time at 
the session, one of the best ways was to 
try to get it referred to a Select Com- 
mittee for inquiry, because they might 
be reasonably certain that after that 
inquiry there would be no time for it to 
get through the House. He wished to 
point out that inquiry might be twofold. 
There might be inquiry into the subject 
at large, or into the working of the 
Act which this Bill sought to amend. 
With regard to inquiry into the subject 
at large he was not sure that either of 
his hon. friends had made it clear to the 
House that there had been close inquiry 
into the subject already. There was an 
inquiry undertaken by a Departmental 
Commiitee in 1896. On that Committee 
there were various eminent persons 
whose names he need not read to the 
House. In due time that Committee 
reported, and its Report covered thirty- 
eight pages of large print, followed by 
minutes of the evidence amounting to 
283. A very large number of witnesses 
of all descriptions were examined on 
that occasion. In the face of that Report 
he did not think that any human being 
could hope successfully to contend that 
the subject had not been sufficiently 
inquired into. In the Report there 
was no suggestion of any such limita- 
tions as was established by the Act of 
1899 which it was sought by this Bill to 
amend. There was no need for a Com- 
mittee to inquire into the working of the 
Act of 1899, because that Act had never 
worked at all. That was the real answer, 
and that was in one sense the foundation 
of his case. The Act of 1899 contained 
an unfortunate clause by which the 
Board of Education were precluded from 
certifying any establishment for boarding 
and lodging defective or epileptic children 
if more than fifteen children were 
boarded and lodged in any one building, 
or if the establishment comprised more 
than four such buildings. He submitted 
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to the House, with entire confidence, that 
owing to the introduction of that limit 
the Act had been made absolutely un- 
workable. There never had been a 
Report presented in regard to the work- 
ing of the Act, because nothing had ever 
been done, and so far as this part of his 
argument was concerned, he might leave 
it with the statement, which he did not 
believe could be contradicted, that there 
was no need for an inquiry into the 
working of the Act of 1899 because it 
had never worked at all. 


Sir JOHN GORST said that the 
Metropolitan Asylums Board had a 
great number of deiective children under 
their charge. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE ac- 
cepted the statement of his right hon. 
friend, but the Act required that a 
teport should be laid before both Houses 
of Parliament annually, and he had been 
unable to find that such a Report was 
ever laid before Parliament. 


Sirk FRANCIS POWELL said the hon. 
Member would find mention of this 
subject in the Report of the Board of 
Education. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE said 
his case was that no application had 
been made for certificates, and that none 
had been granted. He would, with the 
permission of the House, state the pro- 
visions of the Act itself. The first section 
provided that the school authority might 
make arrangements for determining 
what children in their district were de- 
fective or epileptic. By Section 2 they 
were empowered to make provision—tor 
these children—(1) by special classes, (2) 
by boarding out near thereto, (3) by 
establishing schools certified by the 
Department. They had also power to 
contribute towards the maintenance of 
certified schools. But that section also 
imposed the limitation of fifteen which 
he had already described. Therefore it 
was particularly desirable that there 
should be home life at the disposal of 
these children. The local authority had 
power to provide for home life by ar- 
ranging for boarding out. The present 
Bill proposed to amend Subsection (6) of 
Clause 2. The right hon. Gentleman 
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the Member for Cambridge University 
had made some allusion this afternoon 
to what he was pleased to term the 
method by which this Bill had been 
dealt with up to the present stage. They 
all understood that discussion was not 
very easy or likely to be attained after 
half-past five on a Friday, or after mid- 
night on other days. No one had had 
an opportunity of explaining this Bill 
as he himself would have liked to do, 
and it was by the goodwill and good 
feeling of the House that it had been 
allowed to pass the earlier stage. It 
was not on account of any inherent 
wickedness on his part that he had not 
addressed the House on the subject. 
But when his right hon. friend alluded 
to the method by which the Bill had 
got to the present stage, he wished that 
he had also alluded to the method by 
which the clause it was proposed to 
amend found its way into the original 
Bill. He had referred to Hansard for 
the purpose of informing himself on 
that subject. The Bill in 1899 came 
down to them from the other House. 
It came to them without this clause in 
it, and he could not find anything in 
Hinsard to show how it was put in the 
Bill in this House. The record of their 
proceedings simply stated that certain 
Amendments were made and the Bill 
reid a third time. He could only believe 
that the clause was put in somehow or 
other without proper consideration by 
the House as to what the effect of it 
would be. His right hon. friend would 
correct him if he was wrong, but so far 
as he could see there was no discussion 
oropportunity given for discussion by the 
House when the Bill of 1899 was before 
them. 


Sir JOHN GORST: The Biil was 
passed in the regular course. The 
Amendment was proposed and accepted, 
and there was every opportunity for 
discussion. 


Mr. HEYWOODJOHNSTONE said he 
was much obliged to his right hon. 
friend. What he suggested was that 
this Amendment was never onthe Paper. 


Str JOHN GORST: It was certainly 


on the Paper. So far as my recollection | 
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goes, it was on the Paper for a consider- 


able time, because it was certainly con- 
sidered by my noble friend the President 
of the Board of Education and myself 
before the Bill came on. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE said 
he could not say more than that he 
had carefully searched the pages of 
Hansard, and that he could not find the 
slightest trace of this Amendment there. 
He accepted the statement, however, of 
his right hon. friend that it was on the 
Paper. and that it was considered by 
himself and the President of the Board 
of Education. Whatever might be the 
history of its incubation, when it was 
brought forward it had a favourable 
reception from the Board of Education. 
His right hon. friend had represented 
that this Bill was an example of the 
modern fashion for aggregation. He 
wished to point out to the House that 
that did not follow. Under this Bill the 
power of control would still remain 
with Parliament. At all events, the 
right hon. Gentleman could not get 
away from the fact that the Board of 
Education would take care that the 
rules made under the Bill were such as 
would reasonably ensure that nothing 
would be done which might promote 
the herding together of children in large 
establishments, or promote those conse- 
quent evils which they very well knew 
followed from that—evils which were so 
graphically described in the Keport of 
Mr. Mundella’s Committee already alluded 
to by his right hon. friend. 


He wished to point out what the 
actual defects of the clause had been 
hitherto, and for that purpose he 
would draw the attention of the House 
very briefly to certain letters he had 
received on the subject, and also to the 
opinion expressed by the National Society 
for Employment of Epileptics. He had 
received a letter dated March 9th, 1903, 
from Miss Townsend, a lady connected 
with the National Association for Pro- 
moting the Welfare of the Feeble-Minded, 
who was a member of the Departmental 
Committee to which he had already 
referred. She said 


‘<The ‘fifteen’ clause has been a stumbling 
block all along in the way of the establishment 
of Homes, more especially for epileptics, and it 
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was certainly never contemplated by the | 
Departmental Committee, who confined “them- 
selves to deprecating the founding of large 

institutions. Now that it becomes increasingly 
evident that institution life must be the lot of 


the majority of these children all through their | 


lives, there is the less reason for maintaining 
the clause—always provided that .they receive 
the individual care and training which is 
essential.” 


In another letter, dated March 18th, 
Miss Townsend said— 

‘* Although personally I prefer small Homes 
to large ones, yet we all found the limitation to 
fifteen a vexatious one, and shall be glad to 
have it removed. My cottage home for eight 
children works admirably, but if that number is 
exceeded one may as well have thirty as 
fifteen, and the greater number is an economy. 

A correspondent informed him that a 
Catholic body in the East End of London 
had provided the first epileptic school 
under the Act of 1899, and they were 
all anxious that the numbers should not 
be limited to sixty. 
1901 of the hon. Medical Staff of the 
National Society for Employment of 
Epileptics contained the following :— 


“*It is very unfortunate that the Board of 


Education have not seen their way to repeal | 


or amend Section 2, Sub-section 6, of the 


Elementary Education (Defective and Epileptic | 


Children) Act, 1899, which prevents any 
establishment being certified under the Act if 
more than fifteen children are boarded and 
lodged in any one building, or if the institu- 
tion contains more than four such buildings. . . . 
It is grievous to think that an Act w hich was 


intended to benefit these children should have | 


so contrary ar effect.” 


In a Memorial, dated March 6th, 1900, 


to the Board of Education, that Society | 
pointed out their objections to the condi- | 
Sub-section | 
6, and asked the Board to recommend | 


tions imposed by Section 2 


9 


Parliament to amend the Act. And then 


the Memorial went on to say— 


“Tt is a most important feature of the 
colony or family system that boys and girls | 
should be received in the same establishment, 
though in different Homes, and this would 
limit the number of Homes for each sex to two, 
which is quite insufficient for purposes of 
classification. In classifying the inmates of 
such an establishment, it would be necessary 
to have regard to the mental condition and 
the severity of the epilepsy, and also to 
character and previous bringing up. If this 
latter point were disregarded, serious danger 
would be incurred. It is obvious, therefore, 
that two Homes would not give scope for 


such classification as is necessary, even if no | 


provision were made for those most necessitous 
of all cases—the epileptic children who are 
also blind, or deaf and dumb, or otherwise 
afflicted.” 
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|And then the Memorial went on to 


| speak of the difficulty of arranging 
'the children in different classes — 


“In an establishment limited to sixty 
epileptic children, of all ages and of varying 
degrees of physical and mental capacity, it 
| would be impossible without an unreasonably 
large teaching staff to arrange for the proper 
division of the children into classes. The 
same objection would apply still more strongly 
to the necessary industrial training. For the 
proper industrial training of the children, 
according to their respective inclinations and 
capacity, and with a view to their becoming 
wholly or partially self - supporting, it is 
essential that a considerable variety of occu- 
pations should be taught, and, consequently, 

'that there should be a variety of capable 


» | instructors, which would, economically speak- 


in establishment 


ing, be impracticable an 
limited to about thirty children of each sex, 
of wiom, at any time, only the minorit y 


would be of such an aye as to be receiving 
regular industrial training. This diffic nity 
couli not properly be avoided by having 
separate establishments fer these elder 
children, because it is an essential feature of 
the family system upon which such establish- 
ments should be based that children of various 
ages should be brought together.” 


'And then they refer again to the 
colony system as it is worked abroad. 
Of Bielefeld they said— 


‘It is undoubtedly the one which is least 
institutional—the one which gives the fullest 
| scope to individual character and development. 
It is at the same time the largest, having 
a population of over 1,500 epileptics of all 
| ages, children and adults.” 


And then they go on to say— 


if there were @ priori grounds for 
the limitations of Section 2, Sub- 
section 6, to be wise, it would, nevertheless, 
appear to be extremely undesirable to stamp 
in advance a uniform pattern upon all epileptic 
establishments in this country, and to prevent 
their free growth and development upon such 
lines as time and trial may show to be best. 
Such restriction as is justifiable under any 
circumstances would appear to be so only 
| when formulated as the result of experience, 
| not when imposed in anticipation of it. 


| |The Board of Education stated in reply 
that the subject had been recently 
‘brought before them in connection 
with similar memorials from _ the 
London and other School Boards— 
“The Board are, however," unable to hold 
that a sufficient case has been made out for 
the repeal or amendment of the clause in 
question in an Act which has not as yet had a 
practical trial.” 
He quite admitted that that was a very 
good answer at the time, viz., in June 
1900: but the Act had now been in 
existence for four years, and it was quite 
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give the same answer to a 
memorial addressed to them 
present time. 


at the 


Bill under discussion to enlarge their 
sphere of usefulness, and to relax the 
conditions under which they were 
fettered and bound by the Board of 


Education. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) said that aiter the exceedingly 
powerful speech of the right hon Member 
for Cambridge University, it would be 
well to have some further public inquiry 
before they committed themselves to the 
passing of this amending Bill. The hon. 
Member said that. the Act of 1899 had not 
worked well, but if he would refer to 
the Report of the Education Department 
he would find acouple of pages devoted 
to the subject in which it was stated 
that the Act had been adopted, and 
satisfactory arrangements had _ been 
made in no fewer than 109 day schools 
and classes. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE said 
that that referred to schools and not to 
institutions. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL said that 
the Report went on to say that there was 
atendency to board out children and 
make arrangements in regard to institu- 
tions. He thought, therefore, that the 
Act had not been the dead letter described 
by the hon. Gentleman. One of the re- 
commendations of the Select Committee 
was that the school authorities should 
have power to send their children to 
these institutions the numbers in which 
did not exceed twenty ; and apparently 
the Bill under discussion did, to a con- 
siderable extent, run counter to the re- 
commendations of the Committee. The 
object of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Cambridge University 
was not to reject the Bill, but that it 
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impossible for the Board of Education to | 
similar | 


| Was 
It was easy enough to| 
speak lightly or deprecatingly of the, 
work done by this great society ; but he 
and his friends wished by means of the | 
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much as it was unworkable. He 
supported the Bill, the object of which 
to extend the usefulness of the 
existing machinery. It was a great 
relief to his mind when he heard the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Cambridge University say that he had 
not visited any of these institutions. 
lie was perfectly certain that if the 
right hon. Gentlenan had _ visited 
Rickmanshurst he would never have 
confused the issue by mixing it upin his 
description of establishments in which 
large numbers of epileptics and weak- 
minded persons were aggregated. He 
knew that institution by personal in- 
spection. It occupied a ridge of high- 
lying land with pretty surroundings, 
and was composed of various houses 
scattered over the area, in which were 
distributed some 150 or 160 epileptics. 
He could assure hon. Members that he 
had never seen a similar institution for 
epileptics in such admirable condition. 
He had made careful inquiry and could 
speak very highly of the work done by 
this organisation. It had failed in a 
certain number of cases, but in the vast 
majority of cases it had prevented the 
degradation to which epileptics were so 
liable. To compare their condition with 
that of the ordinary occupants of alunatic 
asylum was ridiculous. His argument 
was that if so much good had been done 
by such institutions to adult epileptics, 
how much more would they benefit 
young epileptics whose disease was 
not confirmed. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said he wished 
to say that this was a private Member's 
Bill. The right hon. Gentleman the 


|Member for Cambridge University had 


should be sent to a Select Committee | : ; 
‘copy of it, asking him to express his 


for inquiry. 


*SirnJOHN BATTY TUKE(Edinburgh | 


and St. Andrews Universities) said that 
the Act of 1899 had not worked, inas- 


stated that the Bill had emanated from 
the Board of Education, and that he 
was even prepared to prove it. He 
could assure the right hon. Gentle- 
man that he knew nothing of the 
Bill until he saw it in print. 
The hon. Member for Horsham, who 
stated that he had drafted the Bill him- 
self, was good enough to send him a 


opinion about it. He thought it was a 
measure which would turn the Act of 
1899, which, so far as epileptic children 
were concerned, was a dead letter, into a 
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useful and valuable Act. He had had re- 
presentations of a very forcible character 
from the London School Board, and also 
from the National Society for Epilepties, 
as to the impossibility of working 
the Act under present conditions. He 


had taken expert opinion, and was) 
'the danger of aggregation of children 


advised that this Bill would serve a 


useful purpose, and that epileptic children | 


would benefit if the Bill were passed. 
He wished to correct a misapprehension 
on the part of the hon. Member for Cleve- 
land who talked about the difference of 
opinion as to the operation of the Act 
He thought if the hon. Member looked 
over the Act he would see that there 
were a good many provisions which did 
not affect epileptic children at all, but 
which related entirely to defective 
children. The portion of the Act which 
provided for schools and classes for de- 
fective children had come into operation, 
bat it had been found impossible under 
the Act to provide homes and colonies for 
epileptic children who could not go to 
school without risk of injury to them- 
selves or to others, or of disturbance of 
the work of the school. A Return showed 
that in the ease of defective children four 
small boarding-houses had been esta- 
blished, accommodating thirty, twenty, 
fifteen, and six children in separate 
homes, and these children were taught 
in schools in the immediate neighbour- 
hood, and s¢ parate schools for sueh 
children had been started in many places. 
But the Bill of his hon. friend was in- 
tended to lead to the possibility of board- 
ing out and teaching epileptic children who 
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could not go out toaschool. The only 
way of dealing with such children was 
to provide homes for them in which they 
could be nurtured and taught in sufficient 
numbers, to enable the children to be 
properly classified and the school pro- 
perly staffed. What had been said about 


arose from the confusion between Poor 
Law children, who were normal children, 
and who should associate as far as possible 
with other children, and epileptic children, 
who could not associate with other 
children, because they might injure 
themselves or others. There was no 
desire to bring together a great number 
of these children ; hut it was desirable, 
if not essential, that they should be brought 
together in sufficient numbers to enable 
them to be properly taught and have 
opportunities of companionship. These 
were the reasons which induced him as 
a private Member, and not as a represen- 
tative of the Government in any way, to 
vote for this measure. 


Sir JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 
Acerington) said that the Act of 1889 had 
been a dead letter so far as epileptic 
children were concerned, and he sup- 
ported the Bill because it would make 
provision for the education and training 
of such children. 


Question put. 


The House divided: Ayes 149; Noes 
87. (Division List No. 123.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.Z.) 


Chapman, Edward 


Fisher, William Hayes 





Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H. 
Austin, Sir John 

Bain, Co'onel James Robert 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bowles, T. Gibson (Lynn Regis) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ry burn 
Campbell, Rt Hn J.A (G/asq.) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greeniich) 


Sir William Anson. 


Charrington, Spencer 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Right Hon. Jesse 


Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready | 


Colston, Chas. Edw H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow' 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Denny, Colonel 

Devlin,Chas. Ramsay(Galway) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 


Doxford,Sir William Theodore | 


Duke, Henry Edward 


Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | 


Faber, E. B. (Hants, W.) 


| Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 


Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W. 
Garfit, William 


| Gilhooly, James 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 


| Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 


Gordon, Hn. J E (Elgin & N’rn 

Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 

Goulding, Edward Alfred 

Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 

| Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 

| Helder, Augustus 

| Hobhouse,Rt HnH. (Somers’t,E 

' Hoult, Joseph 
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Howard, J. (Midd., 
Hutton, Jobn (Yorks. 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasger 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid(Cornwa//) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Re gin: aldJ (Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M-Arthur, Charles (Lirerpoo/) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dum/friessh. 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fer managhn . 
Mitehell, William (Burn/ey) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robt. Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bat 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N 


T' ott han 
N. R. ) 


Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbt. Hy. 
Jarry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Jeaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 


Bi igg, me 
Burke, E. Haviland 


Cc tel” James 
Cameron, Robert 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John a 


Davies, M.Vaughan (Cardign 
Delany, William 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanar/:) 


Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 

Farquharson, Dr. Robert 

Fenwick, Charles 
Fergusson,Rt Hn.Sir J.(Man’r 
Ffrench, Peter 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
triffth, Ellis J. 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt Hon Sir Arthur D. 
Helme. Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse. C. E. H. (Bristl, £ 
Holland, Sir William Henry 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


OUTDOOR RELIEF 


[THIRD READING 


{ly June 1905; 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, P. J. Tipperary, N.) 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. R. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ridley, Hon. M. W (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, W. W.(Liverypoo/) 
Saunderson,Rt. Hn.Col. E. J. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.( en frew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


NOES. 


Hutehinson, Dr. CharlesFredk. 
Joicey. Sir James 

Jones, David brynmor(Siransea 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lundon, W. 
M‘Fadden, 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benj. 
Mappin, Sir Fredk. Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mellor, Rt. Hn. JohnWilliam 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, ( ‘ol. John’. (Galway,N. 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


Edward 


| Palmer,SirCharlesM (Durham 


Priestley, Arthur 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Rickett, J. Compton 


(PENSIONERS) BILL. 
-] Question again proposed. 


Order read, for resuming adjourned | sumed. 


debate on Question [12th June}, 
the Bill be now read the third time.” 
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Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, Jas. ge og ays marks.) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stroyan, John 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Tully, Jasper 

Wason, John Cathcart. Criney 
Welby,Lt-Col A. ¢ 8 E. ( Tu wuton 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
WilliamsRtHnJ Powe!l-(Lirm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, Chas. H. (Hul/, W.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. bk. Re Bath 
Worsley-Taylor, Hry. Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn, ©. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir William Honidsworth 
and Mr. Heywood John- 
stone. 


Robertson, Edmund (J/iidee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Herbt, L. ergy 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John © 

Soames, Arthur Ww ellesley 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Taylor, Austin (Hast T’oxrteth) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glam., EZ.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (Y ork, W. &.) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. E. M. 
Ure, Alexander 


, Wallace, Robert 


Walton, Joseph (Barrisley) 
hare James Leslie 
Wason, E. (Clackmannan) 
Ww a ‘oO. (Merioneth) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. RB.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodhouse, Sir JT ( Huddersld 
Younger, William 


Yoxall, James He: ry 
TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir John Gorst and Sir 


Francis Powell. 


* That 


Debate re- 
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said that this was a Bill to enable boards of 
guardians not to take into consideration, 
in connection with an application for out- 
door relief, the amount of a pension given 
to a pensioner from the Army or the Navy 
where the amount was under 5s. a week. 
It was the result of the Friendly Societies 
Bill which the House had previously 
passed. That Bill provided that boards 
of guardians, in granting outdoor relief to 
members of friendly societies, should not 
take into consideration any sum received 
from such societies as sick-pay except 
where it exceeded 5s. a week. To his 
mind that was an invidious measure. It 
dealt entirely with one class of the 
community; but it had the support of 
the Government, and when it went 
through the House no hon. Member 
appeared inclined to embark on a dis- 
cussion on it. If the House empowered 
boards of guardians not to take into con 
sideration sick pay received from friendly 
societies where it did not exceed 5s, a 
week, how could it refuse to grant a 
similar exemption in the case of pensioners 
where, although the pension was not due 
to thrift, it was, at any rate, due to a 
better cause—namely, service to the 
country. He himself did not see why 
thrift which had taken the form of 
purchasing an annuity or income from 
investments should not be taken into 
consideration by boards of guardians 
also. He thought it was a great mistake 
on the part of the Government not to 
have dealt with the subject as a whole, 
in order to provide that thrift, no matter 
in what form it might develop itself, 
should be entitled to recognition. The 
Government — having 


reasonable and proper that this Bill 
should have been brought in. He did 
not object to it; on the contrary, he was 
friendly to its being passed through the 
House. But the Friendly Societies Bill 
having been thrown out in another place 
altered the position af matters a great 
deal. That put this Bill in a rather 
peculiar position. 

He had received a__ statement 
from which it appeared that 
the position of Army pensioners had 
been so improved under the present 
Secretary of State for War and some of 
his predecessors, that it would be only in 
very rare instances that the Bill would 


{COMMONS} 
Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 


assented to the | 
Friendly Societies Bill, it seemed to him | 


(Pensioners) Bill. 1456 


apply to Army pensioners. He wished 
to point out that the House was now 
dealing with this matter on its own 
merits and without precedent. There 
were three objections to the measure. 
The effect of the Bill would be to almost 
invite a pensioner with a pension of 5s. a 
week to claim relief from a board of 
guardians. Again, in the case of the 
Friendly Societies Bill there was this 
difference. The amount that was not to 
be taken into consideration was sick-pay ; 
but in the present Bill there was no 
reference to sick-pay, and the pensioner 
might be an able-bodied man. That 
was a very material difference. He 
quite agreed that every man who had 
served in the Army or the Navy, and 
who had received a pension, however 
small, which showed that he had given 
service to his country. ought not to be 
put in the invidious position of being 
offered the workhouse. if there were 
any legislation whereby the offer of the 
workhouse should not be given in such 
cases, he would personally support it. 
Sut there ought to be other provision 
by the State for such pensioners as 
might have been disabled either by 
wounds or ill health. There ought to be 
a fund, whether under the management 
of the Government or not, to provide 
minimum pensions for keeping pensioners 
out of the workhouse or from the neces- 
sity of applying to boards of guardians 
for relief. He would not move the re- 
jection of the Bill. He would. however, 
suggest that it should not be passed this 
session, but should await the fate of the 
other Bill. He thought that some 
measures might be taken whereby pen- 
sioners with small pensions might be 
dealt with in such a way as would 
obviate the necessity of their applying 
to boards of guardians at all. He was 
entirely sympathetic with the case ot 
pensioners, and he did not want to see 
them applying for relief or for admission 
to a workhouse. They had given their 
best service to the country as a whole, 
and no particular locality should be 
asked to provide for them. It was a 
matter which should be provided out of 
Imperial funds. While not expressing 
any opposition to the object in view, he 
thought that there would be no harm in 
delaying the Bill in order to see what 
would be the fate of the other measure. 
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were eventually 


passed, he would be quite prepared to | 
He thought | 
he had suggested a way whereby pen- | 
sioners with small pensions might not | 


support the present Bill. 


find it necessary to apply to boards of 
guardians at all ;and hecertainly would 
not have intervened on the present 
occasion had it not been that the Friendly 
Societies Bill had been rejected in another 
place. . 


*CoLonEL BLUNDELL Lancashire, 
Ince) said he was glad the hon. Gentleman 
had spoken with reference to insufficient 
pensions. Small pensions of from 6d. to 
8d. a day could not, in his opinion, be 
dealt with in any other way than by 
such a measure, because when a man is 
discharged for “ disability ” arising from 
wounds or sickness and is partially able 
to earn his living, it is not fair 
to call upon the State to give him 
a full pension. The Bill was brought 
forward with the general intention that 
a pensioner should receive the benefit of 
the thrift which was exercised for him 
and at his expense by the State during 
his service. Therefore a pensioner was 
in precisely the same position as a 
member of a friendly society. He also 
wished to support the measure in the 
interests of the State. He felt certain 
it was a very serious thing indeed for the 
State to have pensioners in the workhouse 
of the country. One man there deterred 
ten men from entering the service. He 
had received a letter froma pensioner, 
who was now an inmate of St. George’s 
Union inthe Fulham Road. He wrote— 


‘*T have only got 8d. per day for one year and 
six months ; ‘and not being able to do any 
work through having contracted disease in 
South Africa, and my pension being so small, I 
made application for admission to the above 
workhouse, and because I did not tell the re- 


lieving officer that I was in possession or receipt | 


of 8d. per day I was charged at the Rochester 
Row Police Court and~ got fourteen days 
imprisonment. Not only that, but the 
guardians want me to forfeit all my pension for 
every day I am in the house; which means 
that they will take all I have and leave me 
without the price of a smoke of tobacco. As I 
am not sixty years of age I have to put up 
with the same food as the younger men; one 
= of gruel night and morning, dry bread, and 
our pounds of oakum to pick | every day, and 
to pay 8d. a day to be allowed to do it. 


That wasa sort of thing which was very | 
prejudical ; and he certainly hoped that | 
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| the House of Commons would take steps 
to prevent it as far as possible. He 
would urge hon. Members, whatever their 
views on thrift might be. that, it was 
desirable for the sake of the State that 
pensioners should be kept out of the 
workhouse. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) 
said everyone sympathised with the 
object of the Bill, so far as it proposed 
to relieve the lot of those who were in 
distress after having served their country. 
| Indeed, had it been relevant to the 
present issue he should have said with 
great emphasis that he thought the 
terms which the Government now gave 
to those who fought their battles abroad 
were unduly restricted. A man who 
was wounded in the service of his 
country ought to receive a_ pension 
sufficiently large to place him in the 
same position as he would have been 
had he not been wounded. Therefore, 
he was full of sympathy with the hon. 
and gallant Gentleman in the purpose 
he had in view in introducing the Bill. 
It was largely on that score that he did 
not propose to oppose it. But he could 
not help calling attention to the very 
important principle which was embodied 
in the Bill. As the hon. Gentleman 
opposite said very truly, the main ob 
jection to the Bill was that it would 
throw on a locality the duty of support- 
ing those pensioners. There was no 
doubt that those who had served in the 
Army and Navy had great claims on the 
Imperial Exchequer; but they had no 
special or peculiar claim on local rates. 
There was a very serious objection to 
increasing the burden on the rates as 
distinct from the Exchequer. One of 
the most notable features of the present 
system was that whereas they had the 
most elaborate apparatus for checking 
extravagance in connection with the 
Exchequer, there was practically no 
check whatever on the local bodies which 
spent the rates. Under this bill expense 
would be thrown on the ratepayers, many 
of them persons of great poverty them- 
selves, and struggling against difficulties. 
The equitable claim of his hon. and 
learned friend was not against the 
local authorities, but against the State. 
There was another graver objection to 
‘this Bill. It recognised, as did the other 
Outdoor Relief (Friendly Societies) Bill, 
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that the people had a right to outdoor | 
relief independently of their circum- | 
stances. The right the people now had 
to outdoor relief was their poverty and 
misery, but it was said in this case they | 
were not in granting outdoor relief to} 
have regard to the position of the. 
pensioner at all, they were to look on, 
the relief they gave not as relief given | 
to save from acute distress, but relief to | 
which in some degree the recipient had 
a right. Once that principle was | 
admittedit would be a logical impossibility | 
to deny that they ought to give the | 
same right of relief to every person in a | 
locality who had been thrifty, and who | 
could establish the fact that it was not | 
through his own fault that he was in dis- | 
tress. That was a principle with which he | 
agreed. It was the principle of old-age | 
pensions. It was a principle of the 
greatest possible importance, and was in 
exact opposition to the principle of the 
Poor Law of 1834, which was that 
everybody was to have a right to relief 
if they were in poverty and misery. He, 
however, thought it was an illogical and 
slipshod method of dealing with a great 
question that we should have a lot of 
little bills dealing with different classes 
of people and making exceptions of this 
kind. It would be atar more reasonable 
way of dealing with this great question 
if it were laid down once and for all 
that those who could show that it was 
not through want of character or thrift 
that they were in the position they 
were, had a right to claim relief from 
the people at large. If that were laid 
down as a definite proposition, and one 
which might be made to work, it would 
claim the support of the whole House. 
It was a matter for regret that they 
dealt with this great question of relief 
by piecemeal measures and upon 
particular grounds which excited their 
strong sympathy, but that did not alter 
the fact that the house in agreeing to 
this Bill was agreeing toa principle of 
far-reaching importance; a_ principle 
which ought to be extended to a very 
large class. Though the Bill might not 
be passed when sent to another place these 
debates were not without value, because 
they tended to make the House recognise 
the nature of theact they were undertak- 
ing. It was not desirable to make ex- 
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Lord Hugh Cecil. 
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ceptions of this kind, and less desirable to 
do so without knowing what they were 
doing. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed 


COUNTY COURTS JURISDICTION 
EXTENSION BILL. 
As amended (by the Standing Com 
mittee) considered. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam 
berwell, Peckham) said the Amendment 
he proposed to move was to substitute 
£60 for £100 in Clause 3. The object of 
the Amendment was to insure that the 
reasons for which the County Courts were 
established should prevail. It wasthought 
desirable to give small suitors and people 
in poor circumstances a less expensive 
method of resorting to the process of the 
law, and therefore the County Courts 
were established with limited jurisdiction. 
He was afraid if the jurisdiction of 
those Courts was extended it might 
possibly deprive the people for whom 
they were established of the privileges 
which they now had. If the promoters 
of the Bill could show that the work 
the County Courts had to do was so 
small that the jurisdiction could be profit- 
ably extended, then he would be prepared 
not to press his Amendment to a division. 
He regretted very much that in the 
ordinary course invoking the assistance of 
the law should be so expensive, and he 
would be glad to hear from some of the 
Members, of what was called the senior 
branch of the profession, whom he saw 
present, whether a means of cheapening 
the cost of the law could not be invented. 
He had been told that the whole adminis- 
tration of the County Courts was bad ; 
that the fees were higher in proportion 
than the fees in the other Courts of 
law, and that the proper course to pur- 
sue in a case of this sort would be to over- 
haul the administration of the County 
Courts. Whether that was so or not he 
did not know, but seeing so many eminent 
Members of the bar around him, he hoped 
they would be able to throw some light 
upon the question. With regard to the sug- 
gestion to increase the number of Judges 
at the County Courts, he did not think 
that was in the power of the promoters of 
the Bill. He begged to move. 
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Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 13, to leave out the words 
‘one hundred,’ and to insert the word ‘sixty.’” 
—(Sir Frederick Banbury.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
‘one hundred’ stand part of the Bill. 


Sirk ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 5.) 
opposed the Amendment. The hon. 
Member himself had expressed his desire 
for cheaper law and quicker administra- 
tion, and anyone familiar with the block 
of business which had taken place at times 
in the Courts would see the great advan- 
tage of supplementing the higher Courts 
by increasing the jurisdiction of the 
County Courts. He pointed out that the 
clause had passed the House without a 
division, and with regard to the £100 all 
the discussion that had taken place up- 
stairs was as to whether it should not be 
increased to £200. As the former regis- 
trar of a large Court he ventured to say, 
that while the Courts had fulfilled their 
original purpose they had also shown 
themselves capable of dealing with higher 
business with advantage, especially to 
the commercial community. In regard to 
the suggestion that more Judges would 
be required, he wished to point out that 
in many cases the present Judges, ex- 
cellent as was the work which they did, 
had not their time fully occupied. As to 
fees, practice, and procedure, the Rules 
Committee of the Judges and the Lord 
Chancellor were able to deal with those 
matters. He hoped the Amendment 
would not be pressed. 


Sir WILLIAM HOLLAND (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Rotherham) said he would have 
preferred to have seen the limit raised 
to £500. He had been pressed by the 
Chambers of Commerce to come here 
to-day and say that they would very 
much rather see this Bill passed, even 
with the limit of £100, than that it 
should be hung up for another session. 
He opposed the Amendment. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
Tunbridge) said in his constituency no 
confidence at all was felt in this Bill. 
He thought a good case had been made 
out for the Amendment, and he sup- 
ported it. It raised ‘he limit by £10, 
and he did not see that any case had > 
been made out for extending it further. 
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*Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 

field) said the district of the hon. Member 
was singular in the respect of having no 
confidence in this Bill. If everybody 
had been of that opinion they would 
not have had resolutions passed so 
unanimously year after yeir urging 
this reform on the Government as had 
been passed by the various Chambers of 
Commerce. That was a convincing 
proof of what the country felt upon 
this matter. The principle of the Bill 
had been accepted over and over again 
in this House. The workman’s liability 
and other Acts which incorporated this 
principle had been referred to thie 
County Courts for decision. And 
under the Bankruptcy Acts they had 
practically an unlimited jurisdiction. 
Under the circumstances he was sur- 
prised that so retrogressive a course 
should be suggested as was proposed by 
this Amendment, He hoped the House 
would reject the Amendment. 


*Mr. SAMUEL ROBERTS (Sheffield, 
Keelesall) urged his hon. friend to with 
draw the Amendment which, if carried, 
would, he said. practically render the 
Bill useless. At the request of the 
Sheffield Chamber of Commerce he had 
ventured in Grand Committee to move 
an extension to £500. Our large centres 
of industry were demanding more 
economical and speedy methods of 
obtaining justice. The ability of our 
County Court Judges was great. They 
had to administer the same principles of 
law as in the High Court, and why 
should not the poor have the same 
advantages as the rich! Our County 
Courts had unlimited jurisdiction in 
bankruptcy, and in other special cases 
could go much beyond £50. Surely they 
ought to be considered competent to 
deal with a common law action of £100. 


Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) said all who 
had any knowledge of the Chambers of 
Commerce in our great towns were well 
aware of the strong public demand for 
some change to expedite the administra- 
tion of justice, especially in commercial! 
suits, and he regarded this Bill as 
more of a protest against the present 
system than as a practical means of 
remedying the existing evils. He could 
not help feeling at the same time that 
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there was a desire for an extension of the 
jurisdiction of some of the County Court 
Judges in some towns where there were 
Chambers of Commerce. It would be 
idle, however, to disguise the fact that 
there was a great deal of difference in 
the constitution of the County Court 
bench in various districts. Atthe present 
time any two suitors who really desired 
to settle a dispute could give the County 
Court Judge in any common law matter 
unlimited jurisdiction, but what was 
proposed in this Bill was that the plaintiff, 
at his own will, should be at liberty to 
bring an unwilling defendant into jurisdic- 
tion which was not the ordinary jurisdic- 
tion of the country. There was a strong 
local demand in some districts for this 
extension, but this Bill was so defective 
in failing to provide the necessary means 
for carrying out the scheme—for instance 
in not providing for the paymen: of 
salaries to County Court Judges corre 
sponding to the very great extension of 
their duties. They were appointed 
Judges of small debt Courts forty or fifty 
years ago at precisely the present terms 
of remuneration. It might be desirable, 
it the change proposed by the Bill was 
to be made, to remodel the County Court 
system, and to appoint County Court 


Judges with a view to their discharging | 


the duties which High Court Judges 
were now appointed to fulfil. It might 
also be necessary, seeing that the Bill 
would transfer a great volume of work 
trom the High Court, to revise our present 
circuit system. which was the foundation 
of our administration of the common 
law. There was no doubt a strong 
feeling in this country in favour of 
some change in the administration of 
justice, but he was not satisfied that 
this Bill, if carried, would have those 
beneficial results which its promoters 
anticipated. He regarded the Bill with 
a good deal of apprehension, though he 
did not intend to vote for the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) said the liverpool 
Chamber of Commerce and the Liver- 
pool Law Society had expressed opinions 
averse to the extension of the jurisdiction 
of County Courts. They said these 
Courts were originally organised for the 
collection of small debts, and as such 


Mr. Duke. 
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were effective, but that their usefulness 
in this respect would be impaired by 
the-introduction of High Court business 
which the Courts had not the machinery 
to deal with and which the Bill did not 
provide. If a complete change were 
made in the County Court system, and 
if it were affiliated to the High Courts, it 
might then be provided with an organisa- 
tion fitted to deal with both classes of 
cases, but that was not provided in the 
Bill now before the House, and therefore 
if the matter were pressed to a division 
he should support the proposal to extend 
the jurisdiction by only £10 instead of 
£50. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross) said that so far as Liverpool 
was concerned that city already had a 
Vice Chancellor's Court as well as two 
County Courts; it was therefore well 
provided with machinery for dealing with 
all kinds of cases. He hoped the Bill 
would be allowed to proceed, and men- 
tioned the Sheriffs’ Courts in Scotland as 
analogous, to show that such Courts were 
well qualified for the business. He saw 
no reason why the extra labour should 
not be put on the County Court Judges. 


Tuk SOLICITOR-GENERAL (Sir 
Epwarp Carson, Dublin University) 
desired to make a few observations, that 
it might not be imagined that if the Bill 
went through it would be possible to 
carry it out in practice. He was not 
saying that our County Court system 
might not be enlarged, but he wished to 
point out that there was absolutely no 
machinery in the Bill which would make 
it operative. With an extension of the 
jurisdiction, it became absolutely neces- 
sary to survey the whole system of 
County Courts, which were originally 
established as a poor man’s Court for the 
collection of small debts in a rapid way, 
and the enlargement of the jurisdiction 
would not be equally satisfactory in all 
parts of the country, for the work would 
be clogged by the Court having to deal 
with larger cases. A serious questicn 
arose whether there should be no appe:! 
from the decisions of the Court except 
on points of law. In its present shape, 
so far as he could see, the Bill would not 
be a workable measure. ‘Ihere was ro 
provision for machincry or for the 
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appointment of the necessary officers, and 

he did not think it right to let the) 
Amendment pass with the idea on the, 
part of the House that the Government 

thought there was the least possibility of | 
the Bill working in a satisfactory way. 


County Courts Juris- 


Sm HENRY FOWLER § (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) said those Members who 
had interested themselves in the subject | 
were familiar with these arguments, 
which were those used when the ex- 
tension of the Courts to the present 
limit was made in 1888. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON : You set up 
your officers then ? 


Si HENRY FOWLER: No, it was 
a great measure of consolidation. These 
very same objections were raised, and 
the answer was that experience in the 
working of the Act would show what 
additional machinery was required. But 
he had not since heard of any public 
inconvenience having arisen, and in reply 
to the present objections, therefore, he 
might again say that experience would 
show what additional machinery would 
be required. He quite agreed with the 
Solicitor-seneral it was necessary to 
overhaul the whole County Court system, 
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and a promise was made that this should 
be done in 1888, but never fulfilled. 
Chambers of Commerce and the mer- 
cantile community were anxious for the 
change; Liverpool, with its Court of 
Passage with unlimited jurisdiction, 
with its two County Courts, and with 
its Vice-Chancellor’s Court, was the only 
exception. The feeling in Manchester 
was very different, and he did not think 
the House would be well advised to allow 
this Biil to drop simply because of 
difficulties which were purely administra- 
tive. Such difficulties the Treasury 
could provide for. A rearrangement 
and redistribution of staff might be 
necessary, and it was not the case 
generally that County Court Judges 
were overworked. The Government had 
not opposed the Second Reading, and 
it was too late now to declare the Bill 
unworkable. The House of Commons 
was bound to respond to the desire of 
the mercantile classes, and the responsi- 
bility for further Amendment should be 
left to the Government in the other 
House. 


Question put. 


The House divided:—Ayes, 197; 
Noes, 53. (Division List, No. 124.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.Z.) 
Allan,Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbt. Hy. 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.SirH. 
Austin, Sir John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baldwin, Alfred 

3ulfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bill, Charles 
Black, Alexander William 
Bryce, Right Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, Rt Hn J A (Glasg.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Charrington, Spencer 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Right Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Fuller, J. M. F. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 


Cross, H. Shephe 
Cullinan, J. 


Delany, William 


Denny, Colone! 


Doogan, P. C. 


Edwards, Frank 
Emmott, Alfred 


Flower, Ernest 


Garfit, William 


Goddard, Daniel 


Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardign 


Devlin,Chas. Kamsay((‘a/way) 
Dewar, Sir T. R. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 


Faber, E. B. (Hants, W.) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ.(Mane’r 


Foster, P. S. (W 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


Furness, Sir Christopher 


Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 

Gordon, HnJ E( Algin and Nr 

(sore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(.Sa/oj 

Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 

(toulding, Edward Alfred 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

(roves, James Grimbie 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 

| Hayne, Rt. Hon, Chas. Seale- 
Helder, Augustus 


rd (Bolton 


(Tr. Haml'ts | 


Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. | Helme, Norval Watson 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Dunn, Sir William 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 
| Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristl, E 
Hobhouse, RtHnH. (Somerset kL 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, J. (Midd... Tott'ham 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R) 
arwick, S.W. | Johnstone, Heywood 
| Joicey, Sir James 
| Jordan, Jeremiah 
| Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 


Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. | Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H 


Ford | Kennedy, Patrick James 
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Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambert, George 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwal/ 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 


County Courts 


Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) | 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leng, Sir John 

Leveson- Gower, Fredk. N. 
Lewis, John Herbert 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lundon, W. 

Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benj. 
Mappin, Sir Fredk. Thorpe 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwe ll, W.J.H. (Dum fri iessh. 
Mellor, Rt. Hn. JohnWilliam 
Mitchell, Edw. (FermanaghN. 
Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Moss, Samuel 

Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robt. Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan, Col. John P.( Galway. 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


Acland-Hood, <a Sir A. F. 
Anstruther, H. 

Balcarres, Lord 

Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Celonel Henry 
Bowles, T. Gibson (Lyan Regis 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (De rhysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaplin, Right Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. F. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hait 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 


Str WILLIAM TOMLINSON 
ton) moved an Amendment to Clause 3, 
providing that in actions brought within 
the limits of the jurisdiction of a County 
Court by the provisions of the Act, and 
in which proper steps had been taken 
by either party to require a jury to be 
summoned, Section 102 of the County 


Juris- 


| Reid, 
| Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
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O'brien, P. J. (Zipperaru, N.) 
O’Brien, William (Cork) 
O'Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
Palmer, Sirt harlesM (Durham 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Wm. R. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Perks, Robert William 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


| Plummer, Walter R. 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Kea, Russell 

Redmond, William((lare) 
James (Greenock) 


Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridley,Hon. M.W.( Stal yhridg: 
Roberts, Samuel (She fi: /d) 
Robert-on, Edmund (///ee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Royds, = Molyneux 
Russell, Ww. 

Sadler, ¢ ‘ol, Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Herhert L. ((7ereland) 
Saunderson,Rt. Hn.Col, E. J. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw. Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G 


NOES. 


Feilowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 
Finch, Kt. Hon. George H. 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Forsier, Henry William 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
(Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashfd 
Hoult. Joseph 

Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Montagu, Hon..J. Seott (Hants) 


More. Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) | 


(Pres- 
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Sinclair, Louis (omford) 
Sloan, ‘Thomas He OTT AY 

Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanark:.) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggari 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Stroyan, John 

Thomas, Sir A. (Glam., E.: 
Thomas, David Alired(. Verthyy 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. 2.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Sir Wim. Edw. M. 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Ure, Alexander 

Vincent, Col. SirC.E. H. Sheff? 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Wason, E. (Clackmannan) 
Wasen.John Catheart( Orkney) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Rt HnJ Powell (Birn 
Wilson, Chas. H. (ull, W.) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson,J. W.( Worcestersh. NV.) 
Wolff. Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodhouse, Sir J T/ Huddi rsvd 
Worsley-Taylor, Hry. Wilson 


Wortley, Rt. Hon. ©. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 


Young, Samuel 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir Albert Rollit and 
Mr. Brynmor Jones. 


Morgan, Hn. F, (Monm’thsh.) 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Orr-Ewiny, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, H. Pike (Dariington) 
Purvis, Robert 
| Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Shaw-Stewart. VI (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Taylor, Austin ag T oxteth) 
Tufnell, Lient.-Col. Edward 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby. Lt.-Col. A.CE(Zaunton 
| Williams. Colonel R. (Dorset) 
| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


| TELLERS FOR THE NOES — 
Sir Frederick Banbury and 
Mr. Griffith Boscawen. 


County Courts possessed, and deservedly 
so, a large amount of public confidence, 
but still there was oneelement in their 
administration 
approved by the public. 
time, if a case had to be tried by a jury. 
only five jurymen were empanelled, and 


was 
At the present 


which 
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not fully 


if the jurisdiction of the Courts were to 
be extended as proposed by the Bill the 
result would be to bring in a class of 
case which now was tried by an ordinary 


1888, should be read as if 
“twelve” were substituted 
He freely admitted that the 


Courts Act, 
the word 
for “ five.” 
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jury. He did not think that suitors” 


should be deprived of their constitutional 
right and privilege to have a jury of 
twelve, and his object was to give the 
parties this right. It was impossible for 
five men to thresh out the questions 
brought before them in the same manner 
as twelve. 


Amendment proposed— 


“That in actions brought within the limits 
of the jurisdiction of a County Court by the 
provisions of the Act and in which proper 
steps have been taken by either party to 
require a jury to be summoned Section 108 
of the County Courts Act 1888 shall be read 
as if the word ‘twelve’ were substituted for 
“ave.” ” 


*Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District) recognised the spirit in which 
the Amendment had been moved, and 
freely admitted that there was no magic 
in the mere number five ; but there were 
very strong practical objections to in- 
creasing the number to twelve. It 
would impose great additional burdens 
upon persons residing in our different 
country districts and large towns. He 
had never in his own experience heard 
of a case in which the mere fact of the 
jury being composed of five had in the 
least degree diminished the weight of 
the verdict of the jury. Cases under 
the Employers’ Liability Act, for instance, 
involving very large sums were decided 
by juries of five, and he failed to see 
that the hon. Baronet had made out any 
case for increasing the number to twelve. 


Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) 
agreed that there would be considerable 
inconvenience in increasing the number 
of jurors to twelve, and pointed out that 
very few, if any, County Courts had 
accommodation for so large a jury. It 
would be out of order to discuss the 
question of whether actions involving 
large sums should be tried in the 
High Court or in the County Court, 
but if they were to be tried in the 
County Court it would impose a heavy 
obligation on persons liable to serve on 
juries if the number of jurors were 
raised to twelve. It would be a different 
matter if some number between five 
and twelve were suggested, but he did 


not think the suggested number would | 
from £2 to £5, a provision which he 


be practicable. 
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cognised the practical difficulties which 
had been referred to, but thought there 
was a great deal in the contention that 
as the limit of the actions was being 
raised from £50 to £100 the number of 
jurors should be correspondingly in- 
creased. He suggested, as a compromise, 
that eight should be substituted for 
twelve. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said that if 
the proposal was tu be taken as evid- 
ence of a desire to meet the feeling of 
the House, he would not object to the 
clause being amended, but he thought 
the number should be an odd number. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) 
moved the substitution of ‘nine’ for 
‘“‘twelve.”” Most people were accustomed 
to think of a jury of twelve as one of the 
institutions of the country which was 
never departed from, but they had learnt 
this afternoon that that was not the case. 
It was one of the advantages of such 
debates that Members were instructed 
in these matters. But if actions involv- 
ing sums of £100 were to be decided by 
juries of either five or nine, he really 
could not see why there should be a jury 
of twelve in any civil action whatever. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 


‘To leave out the word ‘twelve’ in order to 
insert the word ‘nine.’”—(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 


Sir WILLIAM TOMLINSON said he 
would accept the Amendment. 


Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment as amended agreed to. 


Sir WILLIAM TOMLINSON moved 
to omit Clause 4, which, he said, had been 
added by the Standing Committee. The 
Bill was described as one extending the 
jurisdiction of County Courts. Clause 4 
had nothing whatever to do with ex- 
tending the jurisdiction of County Courts, 
but had a great deal to do with the 
rights of suitors. within those Courts. 
The clause raised the limit in the cases 
which might be heard by the registrar 


3 D 
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thought would be liable to work pre- | 


judicially to the poorer suitors, who 
were entitled to have their cases tried by 
a Judge. There was no appeal from the 
decision of the registrar, consequently 
it was very necessary that the interests 
of the poorer suitors should be carefully 
watched. 


Amendment proposed. 


“To omit Clause 4.”—(Sir William Tomlin- 


son.) 


Sm ALBERT ROLLIT said _ the 


essence of compromise was give and take. 
The supporters of the Bill had yielded 
on the last Amendment, and he hoped 
the hon. Baronet in return would not 
press the Amendment he had now 
moved. The clause was fully discussed 
in the Grand Committee, and its form 
as it stood in the Bill was the result 
of a compromise. The exigencies of 
time might compel him to accept the 
Amendment, but he would appeal to the 
hon. Baronet to concede the point. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN pointed 
out that the Amendment just accepted 
dealt with an entirely different subject 
from that now under discussion. If the 
extension proposed in this clause was 
agreed to there was no reason why at 
some future time the limit in the cases 
which might be tried before the 
registrar should not be further extended 
to £20, £50, or even £100, and just as 
the County Court Judge was now 
taking the place of the regular tribunal, 
so in a short time the County Court 
Judge might be superseded by the 
registrar. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT: I will accept 
the Amendment. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Sm ALBERT ROLLIT moved that 
the Bill be read a third time, and 


appealed to the Solicitor-General to offer | 


no opposition to the Motion, having 
regard to the numbers in the last 
division. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” —(Sir Albert Rollit.) 


Sir William Tomlinson. 
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Sirk EDWARD CARSON said it would 
be impossible at that stage, in a com- 
paratively empty House, so to argue the 
matter so as to bring home to hon. 
Members the reasons why the Govern- 
ment thought the Bill unworkable. 
However, having made the protest that 
the Government considered the Bill 


‘unworkable, and that it would not bea 


useful addition to the Statute-book, he 
would not offer further obstacles. 


Sir WILLIAM TOMLINSON ex- 
pressed the belief that there would be 
much difficulty in the working of the 
Bill, and the hope that the measure 
would be carefully considered in_ its 
future stages. 


Lorp HUGH CEGIL thought it was 
very unreasonable to press for the Third 
Reading of a Bill at the conclusion of a 
stage in which it had been substantially 
amended. The difficulty was not made 
at all less by the attitude of the Solicitor- 
General who had declared the Bill to be 
unworkable. 


Stir ALBERT ROLLIT moved that 


the question be now put. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that under some 
circumstances he might have assented to 
the Motion, but it was hardly worth while 
to put the House to the trouble of two 
divisions when the Bill could be put 
down as the first order on Friday next, 
and a decision certainly obtained. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said he would 
not press the Motion. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said his object 
was simply to protest against reading 
the Bill a third time at the end of a 


‘sitting in which it had been sub- 


stantially amended, against the protests 
of people who were entitled to be heard 
in the matter, and without a proper 
opportunity for discussion. 


And, it being half-past five of the 
clock, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Friday 


next. 
Adjourned at twenty-seven 
minutes before Six o’clock 
till Monday next. 
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PUBLIC BILLS 


DEALT WITH IN VOLUME CXXIIL. 


Those marked thus * are Government Bills. 
the last column refer to the page in this volume. 


indicates that the Bill originated in the Lords. 


The figures in parentheses in 
“{t.L.]” following title 





(A.) Hovse or Lorps. 





Title of Bill. | 
' 


Brought in by 





*Bishoprics of Southwark | Lord Belper 
and Birmingham [.1.) | 


*Board of Agriculture and | Earl of Onslow 
Fisheries [H.L. | | 
*Borough Funds Lord Kenyon 


Coal Mines (Certificates) 


*County Councils (Bills in | Lord Kenyon 
Parliament) 


*Education Borrowing Lord Kenyon 
* Justices of the Peace [H.L.] | 


*Local Government (Trans- | 
fer of Powers) 


Musical Copyright [u.L.] | Earl of Lytton 


Newcastle Chapter Amend- | Lord Bishop of St. 


ment | Albans 


Polling Arrangements (Par- | 
liamentary Boroughs)[H.L. |) 

| 

Polling Districts (County | 
Councils) [1.1] 


Prevention of Cruelty to | Lord Alverstone 
Children (Amendment) 
[H.L. ] 
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Read 1° 11th June (620) 
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Read 5' and passed 19th June 
(1419) 


Read 2” 11th June (597) 


Read 1° 15th June (921) 

Report 18th June (1289) 

Read 3* and passed 19th June 
(419) 

Read 1" 11th June (619) 

Report 18th Juae (1289) 

Read 3"and passed 19th June 
(1418) 


Read 1* 16th June (1040) 
Report 11th June (689) 
Report 11th June (619) 


Report 11th June (619) 
Read 3*and passed 12th June 
(751) 









Title of Pill. | 





(A.) Hous oF Lorps—continued. 





Brought in by 


Progress 








Royal Declaration 





tevision 


*Statute Law 
(Scotland) [H.L. } 














Union of Benefices Act, | 
1860, Amendment [H.L.] | 





Earl Grey 


' Lord Chancellor 








Read 1* 18th June (1289) 


Report 16th June (1041) 
Read 3* and passed 18th June 
(1289) 


Report 11th June (617) 
Read 3* and passed 15th June 
(921) 











(B.) House or Commonys. 








Title of Bill. 


Prought in by 




























*Bishopric of Bristol [H.L.] 


*Congested Districts (Scot- 
Jand) (No. 2) 


County Courts Jurisdiction 
Extension 


Day Industrial Schools (Tre- 
land 


*Ecclesiastical © Commis- 


sioners [H.L. | 


*Education (Borrowing) 


*Electrie Lighting (London) 


| H.L.] 


Elementary 
Amendment 


Education 


* Finance 


Guinea Postal Orders 


*Trish Land 





Mr 


Mr. 


4 


Su 


. Akers Douglas 


A. 
Murray 


Graham 


Albert Roallit 


Mr. Harrington 


Mr. Akers Douglas 


Mr. Walter Lon 


Mr. Bonar Law 


Mr. Heywood Johastone 


M 


Mi 


Mi 


* Ritchie 


2 He nnike r-lTeaton 


. Wyndham 


| Consideration 


Progress. 


| Read 1° 28th May (135) 


| Read 1° 15th June (955) 


19th June 
(1460) 


Read 1° 18th June (1324) 


Read 1° 28th May (135) 


Committee 27th May (37) 
Report, Read 3’ and passed 
12th June (830) 


Read 1° 27th May (30) 

Read 5° and passed 19th June 
(1431) 

9h June 


Second Reading 


(330) (398) 


Second Reading 10th June 
(434) (533) 
Second Reading 12th June 


(760) 


Read 1° 11th June (652) 
Read 2° 16th June (1156) 


Committee 15th June (957) 
(1008) 

Committee 16th June (1060) 
(1125) 

Committee 17th June (1187) 

(1277) 

















ine 


ne 


we 


60) 


87) 





(B.) House or Commons—continued. 





Title of Bill. 





Light Locomotives (Regis- 
tration) 


Local Government (Trans- 
fer of Powers) 


Marine Store Dealers (Ire- 
land) 


Married Women’s Property 
Act (1832) Amendment 


Medical Act (1858) Amend- 
ment 


Medical Act (1886) Amend- 
ment 


Medical Act (1886) Amend- 
ment (No. 2) 


*Metropolitan Improve- 


ments (Funds) 


*Metropolitan Streets 
Outdoor Relief Pensioners 


Patent Office Extension 
*Police Superannuation 


Prevention of Diseases 
(Fruit Trees) 


Public Offices 
Advances 


(Dublin) 

*Railways (Electrical 
Powers) Expenses 

Shops (No. 2) 

Small Holdings 

*Sugar Convention 


m 


fown Councils (Scot!an i) 


Trade Marks (Cotton Wares) 


Union of Benefices Act 
(1860) Amendment [H.1.} 


| 
| 





Brought in by 


Progress. 





Mr. Scott Montagu 


Mr. Walter Long 


Mr. Atkinson 


Mr. Kimber 


General Laurie 


General Laurie 


| General Laurie 


i Mr. 





Mr. Arthur Elliot 


Ake rs 


Secre tury 


Douglas 


Colonel Blundell 


Mr. Arthur Elliot 
Mr. Cochrane 


Sir Jumes Rankin 


Mr. Arthur Elliot 


Mr. Gerald Balfour 


ir Charles Dilke 


wR 
< 


Mr. Jesse Collings 
Mr. Bonar Law 

Mr. Asher 

Sir Win. Houldsworth 


Sir Win. Houldsworth 





| 





Read 1° 12th June (831) 
Consideration 27th May (55) 
Read 2° 27th May (73) 
Committee 18th June (1403) 


Read 1° 27th May (30) 

Bill withdrawn 27th May (30) 

Bill withdrawn 27th May (30) 

Read 1° 28th May (135) 

Read 1° 27th May (30) 

Read 1° 9th June (329) 

Read 3° and passed 19th June 
(1453) 

Read 1° 27th May (30) 

Read 1° 9th June (329) 

June 


Bill withdrawn 11th 


(740) 


Committee 27th May (66) 


Committee 27th May (51) 


Read 1° 16th June (1060) 
Read 1° 10th June (454) 
Read 1° 28th May (135) 
Read 1° 27th May (30) 
Read 1° 9th June (329) 


Read 1° 17th June (1187) 
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APPENDIX II. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, SESSION 1903. 


List or Rutes, OrpErRs, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and are 
required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table of 


the House. 


[Zn continuation of List given in previous volume. | 





: > Date from which | Period to lie upon 
Title of Paper. the Period runs. | the Table. 





One month 


| 
| 


Education (Scotland),—Copy of Minute of the Com- 28 May 
mittee of Council on Education in Scotland, dated 
28th May, 1903, providing for the distribution of the 
Genera! Aid Grant (with Explanatory Memorandum) 
[35 and 36 Vic., c. 62, s. 67] 


Intermediate Education (Ireland),—Copy of Rule made 8 June 
by the Intermediate Education Board for Ireland 
appointing the places at which the Examinations for 
1903 shall be held [41 & 42 Vic. c. 66, s. 6] 


Trish Land Commission (Rules),—Copy of Rule made by 8 June | 100 sitting days 
the Irish Land Commission as to Assistant Com- 
missioners, dated the 18th May, 1903'(44 and 45 Vic., 
ec. 49, s. 50 (3)] 


Inebriates Act 1898, Prisons (Scotland) Act, 1877, and 8 June 
Secretary for Scotland Acts, 1885-1889.—Copy of 
Rule made by the ror ssog | for Scotland as to the 
appointment of a visiting Committee to the State 
Inebriate Reformatory at Perth [61 & 62 Vic., c. 60, 
s. 21 (2) ] 


Victoria,—Copy of the Constitution Amendment Act, 8 June 30 days 
1903 [13 and 14 Vic., ¢. 59, s. 32] 














